OUKY/ 


FRONTIER. 


ee 
RUSSIA and nowesm 


by HAYIM GREENBERG 


Ratarence Dev: 


Mey FIER 


Nazism and the Marc Chagall on 
German People _ Jacques Maritain 


by ALBERT SALOMON =~ 


lraq Enters the Wat’ 2 ei a) To Every Japanese 


by MOHANDAS K. GANDHI 


On The Way To Jewish Unity 


An Editorial 


FEBRUARY, 1943 TWENTY-FIVE CENTS 








BRITISH LABOR AND 
PALESTINE 


by J. S. Middleton 
Secretary of the British Labor Party 


It was in February, 1918, that the 
Inter-Allied Labor and Socialist Con- 
ference met in the Central Hall, West- 
minster, and adopted the “War Aims” 
including the following section on the 
Jewish Question: 

“The Conference demands for the 
Jews in all countries the same ele- 
mentary rights of freedom of reli- 
gion, education, residence and trade 
and equal citizenship that ought to 
be extended to all the inhabitants of 
every nation. It further expresses 
the opinion that Palestine should be 
set free from the harsh and oppres- 
sive government of the Turk, in 
order that this country may form a 
Free State, under international guar- 
antee, to which such of the Jewish 
people as desire to do so may return 
and may work out their own salva- 
tion free from interference by those 
of alien race or religion.” 

A year later, at the International 
Socialist Conference in Berne, Switzer- 
land, the principle of civil equality for 
the Jews, National Autonomy, and the 
right to create a National Home in 
Palestine under the protection of the 
League of Nations, was adopted. 
When the statesmen at San Remo were 
determining the future of the Home- 
land in 1921, the Party again expressed 
their support of the Jewish claim. We 
had great hopes that this could be 
brought about amid the peaceful days 
we all cherished. Though many of us 
had our doubts about the Official Peace, 
mone of us ever conceived that we 
should ever find the sort of world we 
witness today. 

From that date onwards the cause of 
our Jewish comrades became a reality 
and many of us have watched with 
steadily growing admiration the great 
work of reclamation that has been ac- 
complished. A number of British com- 
rades have had the good fortune to 
visit Palestine and bear witness to the 
way in which “the desert has been 
made to blossom like the rose.” 

During the past twenty years, the 
development in Palestine has been a 
remarkable example of Jewish grit and 
perseverance, of Jewish faith, and, 
most of all, of Jewish work. I, who 
have only read of it and seen it pic- 
tured from afar, pay my tribute to the 
pioneers who have labored for its suc- 
cess—those young men and women 
fired with a holy zeal who have found 
their fate, have shaped their destiny 
amid the scenes and holy places which 
their fathers and mothers, their grand- 
fathers and grandmothers, patient souls 
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of Israel throughout the world, had 
dreamed about and prayed for. 

When Hitler came to power, the 
world seemed to stand still, aghast at 
the sheer beastly brutality of the man 
and his creed—paralyzed by the sweep 
of his tortures. Almost before civilized 
men could get their breath, we found 
history trampling back to the barbar- 
ities of St. Bartholomew; the fiendish- 
ness of the ancient inquisition; the 
damnable devices of Herod. The Jews 
were the earliest victims. The Social- 
ists, the Trade Unionists, the Commu- 
nists, the Co-operators, the Pacifists, 
the Liberals all came under the Iron 
Heel—but the full weight of insance 
persecution seemed to fall upon the 
Jews. 

When one had hoped that Palestine 
would prove at least something of a 
refuge for the oppressed of Zion— 
what has been deemed “high policy,” 
with irritating insistence, has been far 
otherwise. Britain seems to have been 
almost apologizing to the world treat- 
ing the sacred Mandate as a very light 
trust indeed. How much better would 


it have been had Palestine been recog- 
nized as the proper home for the dis- 
tressed, the hunted, and those fleeing 
from the tortures? How much better 
had it been had our Government, aided 
maybe by the American Government, 
helped fully to colonize Palestine on a 
large scale? How rich an investment 
would that have been in bone and 
sinew, in spirit and courage, in right- 
eousness and fearlessness? How great 
would the effects have been on adjoin- 
ing lands, had the effort been carried 
on with discerning statesmanship—a 
statesmanship concerned with the eco- 
nomic interests of the Jews and the 
Arab alike? 

We of the Labor Party stand with 
you in your great work. We share your 
great hope. We trust that we and you 
will share in the triumph over the evil 
of the Nazi terror and the Fascist fury 
and again find peace—when your great 
task will again progress in your East- 
ern home, just as we here will toil and 
pray to build our own dear Jerusalem 
in our own green and pleasant land. 
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COMMENTS OF THE MONTH 





ON THE Way TO JEWISH UNITY 


yon CONFERENCE of representatives of national 
Jewish membership organizations, convoked in 
Pittsburgh on the initiative of the B’nai B'rith presi- 
dent, Mr. Henry Monsky, was, we believe, one of the 
most significant and most fruitful gatherings of 
American Jews in the course of the present war. 

It was the purpose of the Pittsburgh Conference 
to work out a frame for the unity of American Jewry 
in preparation for the responsibilities which the com- 
ing months and years will place upon it. It is well 
known that to this day no agreement has been reached 
among the several central organizations which claim 
to speak in the name of American Jewry. All the 
organizations which are anxious over the chaotic 
situation and are determined to put an end to it were 
called to the Pittsburgh conference. This situation 
alone was the topic of discussion at the conference, 
and because its attention was concentrated on this 
point, to the exclusion of—at the present juncture— 
irrelevant and divisive “ideological” discussions, it 
has succeeded in achieving its purpose. Even though 
the American Jewish Committee and the Jewish 
Labor Committee were not represented, there is no 
doubt that the conference has initiated a powerful 
move for Jewish unity, a move which may yet rally 
even those organizations which have so far failed to 
join in it. 

As the specific frame for Jewish unity, the con- 
ference has decided to convene within the next five 
months an American Jewish Assembly, composed 
of representatives of all segments of American Jewry. 
25% of the delegates are to be designated by the 
national organizations, whereas 75% are to be 
chosen democratically at a series of local and regional 
Jewish assemblies, each of which, in turn, is to be 
composed of delegates of every local Jewish 
organization. 

The conference has defined the aim of the 
American Jewish Assembly in the broadest possible 
terms, as follows: (1) “To consider and recommend 
action on problems relating to the rights and status 
of Jews in the post war world; (2) to consider and 
recommend action upon all matters looking to the 
implementation of the rights of the Jewish people 
with respect to Palestine; (3) to elect a delegation 
to carry out the program of the American Jewish 
Assembly in cooperation with the duly accredited 
representatives of Jews throughout the world.” 

Some were of the opinion that the post-war de- 
mands which the Assembly will have to adopt should 
be defined more clearly in Pittsburgh. It is well, we 
believe, that the contrary view prevailed. For it was 
not the aim of the conference to formulate a program 
of Jewish demands, but rather to point out to all 
groups in Jewish life that, regardless of their differ- 


ent views, American Jews must unite on funda- 
mentals and establish a representative body which 
shall be authorized to speak in their behalf. It is well 
that at this stage the door was left wide open for any 
group which is ready to assume its share of responsi- 
bility for the future of world Jewry and to recognize 
the positive significance of the rebuilding of a Jewish 
Palestine. 

The coming few months will tell whether the seed 
which has been planted in Pittsburgh will bear the 
expected fruit. The vast majority of organized Jewry 
was represented in Pittsburgh—thirty-two of thirty- 
four national organizations invited—but no section 
of American Jews should stay away from the effort 
to achieve Jewish unity in the face of the fateful 
decisions which the future holds. A sense of Jewish 
responsibility will command every group to join in, 
so that the promise of the conference at Pittsburgh 
shall be fulfilled. 


THE Lasor ZIONIST CONVENTION 


 icom PITTSBURGH Conference of Jewish Organ- 
izations and its decision to convoke the American 
Jewish Assembly this coming spring, have added par- 
ticular significance to the National Convention of the 
Labor Zionist Movement, which is scheduled to take 
place in New York, March 26-27-28th. 

The decision to call this united convention of the 
entire Labor Zionist Movement, with the participa- 
tion of delegates of the Poale Zion, the Jewish 
National Workers’ Alliance, the Pioneer Women’s 
Organization, the League for Labor Palestine, and 
Habonim Labor Zionist Youth, was adopted at the 
recent Convention of the Poale Zion in Syracuse, 
New York. It was the feeling of the Syracuse Con- 
vention that all elements of the Labor Zionist Move- 
ment in America must get together to formulate a 
unified program of action for American Jews, which 
would tackle the major problems facing the Jewish 
people today, and might serve as a basis for Jewish 
unity in the face of the coming Peace Conference. 

The call to the Convention envisages the politica] 
platform which it is to adopt as including the follow- 
ing: “(1) Proposals for concrete activities to be 
undertaken by the Jews of America to meet the 
immediate needs of the Jewish people; (2) proposals 
to be presented to the peace conference of the victori- 
ous Democracies for the solution of the Jewish prob- 
lem in post-war Europe and other parts of the world 
and for the establishment of Palestine as the Jewish 
homeland; (3) a plan for setting up the necessary 
organizational machinery and for the evolution of 
the necessary technique whereby American Jewry, 
united with the Jews of other lands, will bring these 
proposals before the coming peace conference in the 
name of the whole Jewish people.” 








The idea of a unified Jewish representation express- 
ing the united views of American Jews was fostered 
by the Labor Zionist Movement in the course of the 
first World War and finally found its culmination in 
the first American Jewish Congress in 1918. A 
similar development is now taking place. It will be 
up to the Convention of the Labor Zionist Convention 
to crystallize the views of the Labor Zionist Move- 
ment itself, that it might become a significant factor 
at the American Jewish Assembly and might stimu- 
late that Assembly toward a fuller understanding of 
the needs of the Jewish people in its entirety and 
toward a realistic and bold formulation of Jewish 
peace aims. 


FORETASTE OF THE FUTUREP 


MORE THAN two months have passed since the 
Allied occupation of North Africa, and the 
anti-Jewish legislation introduced there by the men 
of Vichy has not as yet been abolished, although 
there has been some talk of abolishing it. A recent 
statement by Mr. Harold Macmillan, British repre- 
sentative on the Allied General Staff, explains the 
delay by the complicated situation arising mainly out 
of the relations between Jews and Arabs. The man 
who recently played such an unheroic part in the 
British Parliament, when, as Under-Secretary for the 
Colonies, he had to explain the Struma tragedy, 
now again falls back on the Arabs as an excuse, thus 
creating the impression that even the “Arabs” in 
Algeria are preoccupied with the problem of the 
Jewish Homeland in Palestine. 

North Africa was occupied by American forces and 
neither the Vichyites nor other reactionary French- 
men nor the Arabs contributed much to the victory. 
At best, they refrained from obstructing the effort. 
Former Vichyites are tolerated in North Africa in 
spite of protests by the Free French, and the bulk of 
articulate Arabs (or rather the Arab-speaking natives 
of French Africa) have been pro-Axis in their sym- 
pathies. At present both the French and the Moslem 
populations of that region are dependent on the Allies 
and not vice versa, and yet they have so far had their 
way in preventing the abolition of flagrant Hitlerite 
legislation. 

This situation may soon be rectified. But what has 
happened gives rise to serious concern for the future. 
What if Poland is re-occupied by a Polish army and 
the provisional Polish government set up there hesi- 
tates to abolish the anti-Jewish legislation introduced 
by the Nazis? Anyone acquainted with the atmos- 
phere around the present Polish government-in-exile 
will admit that unfortunately such a possibility is 
not fantastic. On the other hand, the Poles as an ally 
of America and Britain deserve much more considera- 
tion than the present Imperial Council of North 
Africa. If the Allies are slow to interfere in North 
Africa, what will they do in the case of Poland? 

In the light of the failure to restore Jewish rights 
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in North Africa, where it is a comparatively simple 
matter, all talk about Jewish restoration in Hitler- 
occupied territories becomes unconvincing. There is 
every reason to fear that in some countries in Europe 
not even a formal recognition of Jewish rights may be 
granted, let alone introduction of actual equality. 

Unless a vigorous and potent League of Nations— 
or the equivalent of such international organization— 
is set up after the war and the sovereignty of indi- 
vidual states is severely curbed, there is good reason 
to fear the repetition of the North African example 
in more than one European country. 


THe “PEACE” oF JUDAH MAGNES 


N HIS article entitled Toward Peace in Palestine 

in the January issue of Foreign Affairs, Dr. Judah 
L. Magnes reiterates for the benefit of the educated 
American his views on the Arab-Jewish question. 
Engaged in this peace-making mission he would have 
it known that in this world of fanatics and chauvinists 
there are still individuals in Palestine who have a 
sense of political fairness. Both the demand for a 
Jewish state, he maintains, and the demand for an 
Arab state in Palestine are wrong: Arabs do not want 
to be ruled by Jews, and the Jews have rights, too, 
including the right to come and settle in their Nation- 
al Homeland. What Palestine needs is an Arab- 
Jewish state, but the Jews must be in the minority. 

Dr. Magnes approaches the problem in a peculiar 
spirit of compromise, arising not out of moral con- 
siderations, but out of sheer expediency—as he sees 
it. This is hardly in keeping with the spirit of the 
Prophets which Dr. Magnes never tires of invoking. 
Rather is it a kind of Realpolitik garnished with 
idealistic rhetoric. 

The solution propounded by Dr. Magnes seems to 
be based on the implied assumption that the Arab 
people are endowed by the Creator with the inalien- 
able right never to be a minority in any country in 
which they live, but that, conversely, the Jewish 
people were destined by God always to be in a 
minority everywhere. Dr. Magnes does not think it 
desirable for Palestine to form a separate state, but 
rather a constituent part of a federation which should 
include Palestine, Tranjordan, Syria and the Lebanon. 
Within the framework of this federation, Jews may 
be suffered by the Arabs to settle in Palestine in large 
enough numbers to form up to fifty percent of the 
Palestine population—but still constituting a minor- 
ity in the state as a whole. If, however, the proposed 
federation does not materialize, the number of Jews 
permitted to enter Palestine must be limited so as 
not to encroach on the sacred rights of the Arabs to he 
in the majority. This has nothing to do with the 
economic absorptive capacity of Palestine which, Dr. 
Magnes admits, is larger than is generally supposed 
and may be large enough to support a population 
of four million. It is simply that the Jews must never 
be allowed to become the “dominant” people, but 
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must always remain dependent on the good will of the 
Arab majority. Such is Dr. Magnes’ unique concep- 
tion of international justice and equality of rights 
for Jews and Arabs. 

Dr. Magnes advocates a bi-national state, but since 
he does not trouble to explain the meaning of the 
term, it is to be assumed that he implies a recognized 
pattern for such a state. But so far there are only 
three bi-national states in the world: Belgium, Canada 
and the Union of South Africa (The Swiss confedera- 
tion is not a tri-national state, but rather a union 
of twenty-two cantons). None of these countries 
can serve as a model for Palestine mainly for two 
reasons: First, they contain distinct territories in which 
the respective constituent nationalities are in the 
majority (as the Flemings in Flanders and the 
French-Canadians in Quebec); secondly, the question 
of immigration does not arise in determining the 
rights of the respective nationalities, as it does in 
Palestine. In the case of South Africa where the Eng- 
lish and the Boers have equal rights, we find a situa- 
tion none of us would like to see duplicated in Pales- 
tine: Three quarters of the population, officially desig- 
nated as “other than white,” do not enjoy full civic 
rights and are subjects rather than citizens. Thus there 
is no “classical” pattern for a bi-national state. 


But this is not the only point. Dr. Magnes fails to 
elucidate, how and by whom Jewish immigration— 
even if it is to be limited with a view to safeguarding 
the majority status of the Arabs—is to be regulated 
in the proposed bi-national state. Nor does he make 
it clear whether the Federal government or the local 
Palestine government in the proposed Federation is 
to have jurisdiction over Jewish immigration into 
Palestine. These are important questions, and, as 
the solution of the Palestine problem affects the very 
existence of the Jews as a people, we cannot be con- 
tent with the vague generalities Dr. Magnes offers. 

The most important question, however, is how Dr. 
Magnes visualizes the realization of his plan. Has he 
any grounds for believing that this modest Zionist 
program with its very moderate demands can be put 
into effect without opposition on the part of the 
Arabs? Does the safeguarding of the majority status 
for the Arabs make for peace and do away with the 
danger of civic strife in Palestine? Nothing of the 
sort. Even in Dr. Magnes’ view there is no chance of 
a voluntary consent on the part of the Arabs to this 
scheme, and only the pressure of the “moral and poli- 
tical authority” possessed by England and particularly 
America can put his peace scheme into practice. Both 
the Jews and the Arabs will simply have to be coerced 
into the acceptance of his bi-national state. 

It is to be fervently hoped that the victorious 
United Nations will be in a position to impose cer- 
tain “adjustments” in Palestine, as well as in other 
countries in which old nationality feuds and boundary 
disputes will have to be settled. But what makes 
Dr. Magnes think that America and England will be 
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just strong enough to impose his minimum plan and 
not one which is in harmony with plain justice? Why 
not assume that the Allies will be in a position to 
grant all legitimate Arab demands for full sovereignty 
—subject to the general limitations on sovereignty to 
be imposed as a guarantee of universal peace and co- 
operation—in every country with an Arab majority 
outside of Palestine, but at the same time granting 
sovereignty to the Jews in Palestine? Such a settle- 
ment would be more in keeping with the principle of 
equality for all nations which Dr. Magnes champions 
and which he turns into a farce when dealing with 
the rights of his own people. 

Dr. Magnes does not seem to doubt the power of 
America and England to impose a just settlement. 
What he does doubt, perhaps subconsciously, is the 
right of Jews to demand full-fledged nationhood. 
Such doubt, due to a sense of inferiority with which 
some Jews are afflicted, may perhaps explain the so- 
called moderate nature of Dr. Magnes’ Zionism. 
Achad Ha-am, in whose writings Dr. Magnes is well 
versed, has a name for it: “Slavery in the guise of 
Freedom.” 


BLAcK HITLERS AND SOUTHERN 
REACTIONARIES 


_. JORDAN, a small British Negro who 
has been dubbed the “Black Hitler,” was recently 
convicted of sedition. Four other Negroes, ringleaders 
in the Ethiopian Pacific Movement of which Jordan 
is the founder, were found guilty together with their 
chief. Any one familiar with conditions in Harlem 
knows that Jordan and his followers have been 
busily preaching the Axis line for a number of years. 
Before America’s entry into the war, the fascist 
campaign among Negroes was active and well-organ- 
ized; it followed the familiar pattern of all such 
campaigns ranging from isolationism and pseudo- 
pacifism to outspoken fulminations against democ- 
racy, exaltation of Hitler, and, naturally, anti-Semitic 
outbursts. Since the war such agitation has become 
less outspoken, but the attempt of pro-fascist groups 
to exploit racial tensions is as energetic as ever. 

Conspiratorial efforts to sow disaffection in the 
community and to interfere with the war effort should 
be ferreted out and properly punished. However, it 
would be a mistake to assume that any lack of morale 
on the part of our 13 million Negro citizens is the 
work primarily of fascist agents. That the Negro’s 
natural resentment against the white man’s oppression 
and discrimination should provide rich opportunities 
for pro-Axis, particularly pro-Japanese, propaganda, 
hardly needs demonstrating. The Japanese call to all 
colored peoples to join the “crusade” against white 
domination is bound to find some sympathetic hearers 
in a group which is daily conscious of the deprivation 
of its elementary rights. 

The Negro needs no agitator to inform him of his 
wretched living conditions, of his poverty, or of his 
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economic, social and political disabilities. A long 
smoldering situation has been aggravated by the out- 
break of the war. A Negro youth who has been 
drafted, put into uniform, and told that he is now a 
proud fighter for democracy, is going to be more sensi- 
tive than ever before in regard to violations of democ- 
racy at home. A Negro soldier sent to a Southern 
Camp and then herded into Jim Crow cars and 
separate eating-places is not going to be too exicted 
about Hitler’s crimes against equality, or about his 
“master-race” pretensions. 

The New York Times of January 17 contains an 
item which provides its own commentary. United 
States District Attorney King had dismissed a case 
involving the shooting of a Negro soldier, Reco, by 
two Texas policemen because the case was “lacking 
in those elements promising a successful prosecution.” 
Attorney General Biddle at the request of the War 
Department ordered Federal Court action against the 
officers on the following counts: “That Reco was 
ordered off a Beaumont bus because he had taken a 
vacant seat in a section reserved for white passengers; 
that after he had alighted from the bus one of the 
defendant police officers struck him several times with 
a nightstick and forced him into the back-seat of a 
police car; that during the trip to police headquarters 
one of the officers shot him once through the shoulder 
and once through the arm.” The statement of the 
Justice Department added that according to reports 
Reco had not resisted the police officers until after 
he had been struck several times. 

An even more serious abdication of federal author- 
ity may be seen in the recent decision of the Fair 
Employment Practice Committee to suspend hearings 
on charges of discrimination against Negro railroad 
workers. At the instance of War Manpower Com- 
missioner Paul V. McNutt, the FEPC has been 
obliged to cancel hearings on this crucial question. 

The formation of the FEPC had been hailed as an 
immense step forward in the direction of solving a 
bitter and urgent problem. It promised to give prac- 
tical expression to President Roosevelt's desire to 
abolish discrimination in war industries and so serve 
as an object lesson to the country as a whole. Its 
deliberate side-stepping of the issue of Negro workers 
in the railroads can be interpreted only as impotence 
and cowardice in the face of reactionary opposition. 

How much hope Negroes have of future progress 
in the fight against discrimination can be seen from 
* the resignation of Judge Willam Hastie, Negro 
- civilian aide to Secretary of War Stimson and adviser 
on Negro problems. It may be interesting to note that 
one of Judge Hastie’s suggestions which was turned 
down by the Army was a proposal to issue a pamphlet 
instructing troops on proper conduct toward Negro 
soldiers. The pamphlet was to be modelled along the 
lines of the many pamphlets issued instructing our 
boys on proper behavior toward the English, the 
Arabs, the Australians, etc. 

A united will for victory is essential if our nation 
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is to survive the ordeal of this war. But one should 
not indefinitely expect an uncritical enthusiasm for 
democracy in the abstract from a group which suffers 
so many flagrant abuses from democracy in practice. 
Putting the Robert Jordans behind bars is not enough. 


ARTHUR RUPPIN 


Wie THE death of Arthur Ruppin, Zionism 
has lost one of its most faithful and most cap- 
able servants and one of the finest figures of a creative 
generation. His loss will be felt most keenly by 
those of his contemporaries who helped lay the foun- 
dations of the Jewish labor economy in Palestine. It 
was no mere accident that Ruppin, at his own request, 
was buried in Dagania, the first collective farm in the 
Homeland, on the green cemetery by the banks of the 
Jordan, near his friends A. D. Gordon and Joseph 
Bussel. A bond stronger than the differences in back- 
ground, education and habits existed between the peo- 
ple of Dagania and the man who was its economic 
architect. 

A native of a small town in Prussia, Ruppin came 
to Zionism by a path all his own. Attracted as a 
young man both to business and to scientific research, 
he finally chose the latter and, as a scientist, became 
interested in the problem of Jewish life in the present 
and of Jewish prospects for the future. In 1904 he 
founded the Verein fuer juedische Statistik and in 
1905 he began publishing the Zeitschrift fuer Demo- 
graphie und Statistik der Juden, thus becoming the 
pioneer of scientific research about Jewish life. His 
book “The Jews of Today” (1904) was translated 
into several languages and was a standard work on 
the subject for many years. 

But Ruppin’s interest in the Jewish question was 
more than that of a scientist. As a Jew, he was 
concerned with the question of Jewish existence in 
the modern world, of the impending Jewish decline, 
as he saw it. In the weakening of religion as a force 
in Jewish life-and in the concentration of Jews in 
large cities Ruppin saw signs of disintegration and 
the danger of physical and cultural degeneration. 
Jewish life could only be re-invigorated in Palestine, 
if Zionism manages to muster enough resources for 
modern colonization and economic restratification, 
which are the prerequisites for building the Home- 
land. 

In 1907 Ruppin visited Palestine, and on his re- 
turn submitted to the Zionist Organization a working 
plan for renewed colonization. His plan was accepted. 
In 1908 he settled in Palestine as the head of the 
Palestine Colonization Office which was to carry into 
practice the principles of so-called “practical Zion- 
ism” which was gaining influence in Zionist circles. 

In 1909 a modest attempt was made to settle a 
group of six of the most industrious Jewish laborers 
from the Galilee on a collective farm in Um-Juni, the 
site of the present Dagania. A barrack was put up 
and the group was given the necessary money and 
implements, but, at the group’s own request, the 
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matter was kept secret to avoid public discussion 
which might lead to the belief that this was the 
beginning of a new era. 

Yet the beginning of a new era it was. This modest 
attempt led to the establishment of the net of Jewish 
collective farms in Palestine, the glory of the Jewish 
creative genius in Palestine and one of the highest 
manifestations of constructive socialism in these days 
of destruction and ruin. 

Throughout the thirty five years he lived in Pales- 
tine Ruppin continued to be active as the leading 
spirit of the Jewish colonization and as a student of 
Jewish sociology. He was not a socialist by convic- 
tion, nor was he the passionate seeker for the absolute 
truth as were the people who founded the collective 
farms. He was a sober, disciplined German scholar 
of bourgeois views. But he saw in the collective 
farms the pioneering spirit without which Palestine 
could not grow, and even the foundation for success- 
ful private initiative in the future. He organized 
private and semi-private companies for the purchase 
of land and for the prevention of land speculation, 
approaching each problem not by preaching, but by 
evolving some practical project for solving it. 


~ 


In the Hebrew University at Jerusalem Ruppin 
lectured on Jewish sociology, and it is out of these 
lectures that his standard books The Sociology of the 
Jews and The Jews in the Modern World were com- 
piled. Lately he was active in the Institute for Eco- 
nomic Research of the Jewish Agency. 

In 1937, when Ruppin was sixty years old, he 
celebrated his birthday in Dagania, by the Sea of 
Kinneret, with his old friends who laid the founda- 
tions of the collectives in Palestine many years earlier. 
At that time one could point to one hundred and six 
agricultural settlements in Palestine which he helped 
establish. There are even more today. 

At the Nineteenth Zionist Congress in Lucerne, 
Arthur Ruppin read a paper on Twenty Five Years 
of Jewish Colonization in Palestine which he con- 
cluded with the following words: 

“The darker and the heavier the clouds which 
gather above the Jewish masses, the greater and the 
more urgent becomes our task... Before us lies only 
this alternative: victory for our movement, or de- 
struction of world Jewry.” 

This was Ruppin’s last testament to us. 


THE DEADLOCK IN INDIA 


a in this issue we print Mohandas K. 
Gandhi's appeal ‘To Every Japanese.” Personal 
friends of the Indian leader asked us and, we assume, 
other periodicals in this country, to bring this appeal 
to the attention of the American public. They com- 
plain in their communication of rumors maliciously 
spread in Great Britain, as well as in the United 
States, by enemies of Indian freedom about Gandhi 
and his co-workers being in sympathy with Japanese 
aggression. Some indiscriminating journalists and 
radio commentators did not hesitate even to attach to 
Gandhi, Nehru and other Indian leaders the stigma of 
Fifth Columnists. 

Every thoughtful American in possession of some 
genuine information on the nature and the various 
phases of the Indian movement for self-liberation is 
firmly convinced, we hope, that there is no room 
among its leading figures even for an approximation 
of sympathies with any Fascist regime or militarist 
oligarchy. To suspect Gandhi or Nehru of a “tacit 
collusion” with Japanese war lords is something so 
incongruous that only extreme contempt for the 
intelligence of public opinion could lead one to 
spreading rumors of that sort. We would not be 
surprised to learn that the original source of this 
clumsy fabrication has been traced to agents-pro- 
vocateurs in Tokio: It could serve their purpose of 
widening the gulf between Indian patriots and the 
British Government, and increasing tension and mu- 
tual suspicion in the Far East. 

India, of course, may also have its quota of traitors 


to the democratic cause and to the interests of their 
own people. She certainly has. There is no country in 
the Allied camp or in the shrunken zone of neutrality 
which could boast of not having a certain number of 
potential Quislings and Lavals. India is no exception 
in this situation; nor is our own country. In fact, 
some leaders of the Congress party not only admitted 
the existence of sinister forces working in India for 
disintegration and prepared to cooperate with the 
enemy, but considered it their duty to warn the 
British of a probable explosion of that dynamite. It 
is an open secret that the Japanese were encouraging 
the so-called India Independence League to establish 
under their aegis a “government-in-exile” somewhere 
in occupied Thailand, and to all appearances the city 
of Bangkok has already become the residence of a 
Japanese-sponsored “cabinet” (Subhas Chandra Bose, 
the one time head of the left-wing “Forward Block,” 
might have had, ironically enough, something to do 
with the setting up of that rumored quasi-govern- 
ment). However, a treacherous act of this kind, if it 
really has been committed, speaks against the political 
integrity of Gandhi or Nehru as little as the activities 
of a Lord Haw-Haw could speak against the patriot- 
ism of Churchill or Herbert Morrison. 

In the wake of Gandhi's arrest we were told by 
some European news agencies that, according to an 
“unimpeachable source,” the leader of Young India 
was preparing to launch negotiations with the Jap- 
anese. His letter “To Every Japanese” makes it clear 
what sort of “negotiations” he really contemplated. 
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Loyal to his faith in the ultimate efficacy of what he 
calls soul-force, he dreamed of going to Japan with 
the object of persuading the government and the peo- 
ple “to desist from the wrong” they are doing to China 
and the world, “and therefore to themselves’—in 
other words, to renounce aggression, free the occupied 
regions and make peace. To the Occidental political 
mind such a design may look fantastic or Don-Quix- 
otic (though it ought not be forgotten that a similarly 
attuned Englishman, the late George Lansbury, went 
on an unauthorized mission to Berlin, to discuss the 
merits of pacifism with Hitler! ), but Gandhi must be 
interpreted “from within,” in his own spiritual con- 
text, or he cannot be interpreted at all. 

In reading the letter to the Japanese it is impos- 
sible, at the same time, to suppress amazement at 
Gandhi's statement that Indians are “in a unique 
position of having to resist an imperialism that we 
detest no less than yours and Nazism.” Such a gross 
overstatement is probably due to the immensely tense 
atmosphere which was prevailing in India last sum- 
mer. Only in a state of extreme bitterness could 
Gandhi “dignify” Nazism and Japanese militarism by 
equating them with British imperialism. We hold no 
brief for any imperialism, even in its most tempered 
manifestations, but in a calmer hour Gandhi would 
certainly admit that while imperialism is a revolting 
product of human wickedness, both Nazism and the 
Nipponese brand of fascism belong in the category of 
subhuman aggression and cruelty. To detest British 
imperialism mo Jess than the Axis cannibalism is 
impossible, unless one is unable to draw a line of 
differentation between a sinner with a disquieting 
sense of guilt which he perhaps manages to suppress 
while being unable to unburden himself of it, on the 
one hand, and an “innocent” beast of prey, on the 
other. Gandhi’s keen sensitiveness to degrees and 
shadings of moral (or immoral) behavior has cer- 
tainly failed him in drafting this letter; it -is, indeed, 
regrettable that in the heat of political controversy he 
allowed himself to indulge in polemical excesses, the 
sort of which he always found extremely objection- 
able. 


Since Gandhi has been imprisoned, no new utter- 
ance of his on the political situation in India has 
reached the world. We do not know what the saintly 
politician is meditating upon in the grim calmness of 
his seclusion, nor whether he is now critically review- 
ing his recent stratagems. Does he realize now, in 
the long hours of imposed solitude, that however 
justifiable his bitterness toward the “Public School 
Empire,” he should not have led the Congress to a 
dead end in its negotiations with Cripps? That what- 
ever Britain’s sins (and they are many and grave), 
the unparallelled menace to all that is humane in 
humanity called last summer for more patience, for 
a more elastic policy? Anyhow, whether Gandhi and 
his colleagues would confess today to having com- 
mitted any mistakes in their recent strategy or not, 
they are certainly not to be charged with unfounded 
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scepticism toward official British pledges to be re: 
deemed at some later date. Once burned, twice shy, 
and India was burned more than once. A serious blow 
was dealt to the hopes of Indian patriots even in this 
war: How could they be expected to have confidence 
in the promises of a British cabinet headed by Win- 
ston Churchill, if he was unable to keep in check his 
imperialistic lust even in war time? Didn't he of- 
ficially interpret the Atlantic Charter, just a few days 
upon its issuance, as a set of principles which are to 
be applied only to European countries now under 
Nazi domination but “do not qualify in any way the 
various statements of policy which have been made 
from time to time about the development of constitu- 
tional government in India, Burma, and other parts of 
the British Empire”? 

The deadlock in India, still pregnant with extreme- 
ly dangerous possibilities, is due, in a great measure, 
to lack of confidence in British pledges. Whatever 
the mistakes recently committed by Indian negotia- 
tors, enlightened opinion everywhere must admit that 
their scepticism is based on an accumulation of sad- 
dening experience. There is every ground to believe 
that if it were only possible to instill some more con- 
fidence in the minds of Indian leaders, a way could be 
found for reaching, at least, a decent Burgfriede be- 
tween them and the British. It seems that for reasons 
which have little to do with plans for a successful 
conduct of the war, London has abandoned the search 
for any means of conciliation. 

But the Indian problem is, at present, not entirely 
an internal matter of English policy. From the stand- 
point of victory in the war, developments in India, 
actual or potential, are a matter that concerns all the 
United Nations. Even post war arrangements for 
India, as well as for other hitherto British possessions 
and protectorates in the Far East, cannot be regarded 
in our new interdependent world as the sole responsi- 
bility of England or as something irrelevant to the 
vital interests of China, Russia and the United States. 
British policy in that sector of the world is an inter- 
national question of the greatest import, and willing 
cooperation of the Indian subcontinent in winning 
the war must be secured—the sooner, the better. 
That such cooperation cannot be obtained by Eng- 
land alone, we have the testimony of as eloquent a 
critic of the Indian Congress’ recent policies as Ber- 
trand Russell: “The deep suspicion of the British 
which unfortunately exists in India makes purely 
British promises unacceptable.” Only a renewed 
pledge of Indian independence solemnly indorsed by 
America, China and Russia would clear the atmos- 
phere and lead the Indian masses to identification 
with the war aims and responsibilities of the United 
Nations. The initiative in this direction should have 
been taken by London. The time for taking such a 
bold step which would enhance rather than lower the 
prestige of England is, perhaps, overdue. But can 
America disclaim her responsibility? And is it not her 
turn—to persuade, to mediate, to act? 
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In Honor of Jacques Maritain 
by Marc Chagall 


The following is from an address delivered on the 
occasion of Jacques Maritain’s Sixtieth Birthday celebra- 
tion, January 9, 1943 at the Waldorf-Astoria Hotel in 
New York City. 


I CONFESS, I have undertaken to speak after some 
hesitation. I am a painter by profession, and not 
a speaker, but Jacques Maritain is dear to me, and not 
only as a friend. Precisely because he is close to me, 
his illumined face and the clarity of his soul make 
only more obvious the stammering of a painter who 
suffers because of his inability to express himself 
clearly and in a manner comprehensible to all. 

Yet I want to speak in these days of horror, as if 
by doing so I will be able to suppress in me so many 
accursed questions and expugn so many of the im- 
pious actions committed by the enemies of humanity, 
actions more atrocious in my eyes since I am of the 
people, a third of which has already been extermin- 
ated in Europe, and God alone knows what is in store 
for the others. 

I never emphasized, nor did I ever dissimulate my 
national characteristics, either in art or in life. I have 
always considered them as natural a part of myself, 
as it is natural for the tree to be tied down to the 
earth by its roots and to drink from the waters of its 
rains. It has seemed to me that in this way we would 
be more authentically international, that the union of 
all distinct nations and races would be the condition 
of a true iternationalism, of a true brotherhood among 
peoples. 

Though I have followed a different religious path, 
I nevertheless felt a kind of union with Maritain, and 
I asked myself: Could not what is possible in the 
spiritual realm be realized between men in the 
political field, in the social field, in the world where 
one war succeeds another, where among all the mis- 
understandings there is the gravest misunderstanding 
of all—the two-thousand-year-old misunderstanding 
which lies behind anti-Semitism, and has led to per- 
secution, and finally the extermination of a people? 

I would like to express my gratitude to Maritain for 
his unceasing, untiring labors. I remember his cour- 
ageous lecture at the Ambassadeurs Theatre in Paris. 
Disregarding all risks, which were present even then, 
Maritain spoke up. I am grateful to him the more, 
because raising his voice in the defense of the Jews 
he defended the very bases of Judaism and Christian- 
ity, illuminating them by his own light. 

Since that time he has never ceased to act. He was 
one of the first men in France who broke the trouble- 
some embarrassed silence which surrounded the “Jew- 
ish Question.” It seemed then, and—alas!—it still 
seems today, as if good breeding compels silence on 
this point, always and everywhere. Why? 

I ask myself: Why was such a signal honor be- 
stowed upon this people, to be eternally persecuted, 
eternally hunted, without a home, “without a stone 
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to rest on”? Europe, if not the whole world, has 
submitted not only to a military invasion, but to a 
moral one as well. And the enemy continues to deal 
mortal blows to our home front. 

Why is it that years ago the streets were filled 
with crowds when a single pogrom broke out in 
Czarist Russia? Why is it that the whole world was 
boiling over a single Dreyfus case? 

Today millions of Jews, old people, women, chil- 
dren, stripped of everything, exhausted by forced 
labor, starved, finally massacred, scouted even after 
their death, their bodies used for production of Ger- 
man soap. ... But the streets remain empty. There is 
silence. 

It is difficult for me to realize: Where am I, what 
am I, what kind of man am I? In what respect are 
my eyes different from the eyes of those Czechs from 
the village of Lidice, whose murder made the whole 
world cry out? Poets have dedicated verses to this 
village, verses which have been recited with official 
honors, while hundreds of Jewish Lidices have pro- 
voked only the silence of poets and non-poets. In 
the whole world, not a ditch will bear their names. 

Days of fast and prayers have been proclaimed. Is 
it not possible to declare all together days, weeks, 
months for a common fight against this moral in- 
vasion, a fight such as the soldiers are waging on the 
battlefields against the military invasion? 

I confess, not only the victims are the cause of my 
tortures and my suffering. Those who keep silent 
frighten me also. Among them is the “elite” of the 
creative world, of the intellectual world. I feel this 
silence instinctively, more deeply, as a painter. How 
can artists, writers, philosophers, scientists create 
when the soul, the conscience—the main instrument 
of creativity—keeps silent? Where will we find this 
purity of soul, indispensable for creation and for life, 
if little by little we dull and freeze our soul? 

A long time ago you, my dear Jacques, and a few 
other courageous men stood up for the defense of 
these truths and of these oppressed people, giving to 
this defense all their minds and all their heart. There 
were times in France when some hardly wanted to 
listen to you, some pretended to see in you only the 
Orthodox Catholic. Others, men like Andre Gide, not 
to speak of lesser lights, took delight in their “art for 
art’s sake.” Their ardor for all sorts of “isms” would 
burn like a Bengal fire while carelessness and light- 
headedness prepared the abyss into which France was 
soon to fall. 

Thank God, President Roosevelt and others with 
him have raised their voices. But until their actions 
take on larger proportions, reports are reaching us 
from France telling of the heroic acts of representa- 
tives of the Church and of anonymous members of 
the labor unions. 

We shall never be able to pay sufficient homage to 
those whose resistance goes so far as to include a sac- 
rifice of themselves. 
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— CURRENT discussion of plans for settling 
the world’s problems after the war has naturally 
stimulated a renewed examination among Zionists 
of the factors which may affect the Jewish upbuild- 
ing of Palestine. In this examination Russia enters 
prominently into the picture as a potentially favorable 
influence, and an examination of her attitude towards 
Zionism, until now definitely hostile, is again on the 
order of the day. 

Among those of us who expect Russia to revise 
her policy with regard to the Zionist movement, 
there are some who expect this change to come as a 
result of the use of the right diplomacy. It is even 
suggested that if during the war Zionists refrain from 
“antagonizing” the Soviet authorities and if they 
fraternize with the Communists and their fellow- 
travelers in America, England and Palestine, Zionism 
as a movement will be duly rewarded by the grateful 
Kremlin when the war is over. 

Such an assumption is based on a misinterpreta- 
tion of the reasons for Russia’s hostility to the Zionist 
movement. An objective analysis of the past twenty- 
five years of Bolshevist rule and of the Soviet state 
structure will show that the anti-Zionism of the 
Soviets has not been a mere accident; it has certainly 
not been the result of misunderstanding or misinfor- 
mation, nor does the chief blame lie with the 
Yevsektzia (Jewish Section of the Communist Party) 
whose influence in Russia was much less than is 
generally believed. The general ignorance prevailing 
in Russia—including Russian Jewry—about Jewish 
life and the Jewish problems outside the Soviet 
boundaries, particularly regarding Jewish achieve- 
ments in Palestine, is not shared by the agencies 
which determine Russia’s foreign policy and issue 
directives to Communist parties abroad: They are 
well enough informed about the character of the 
Zionist movement and the various phases of Jewish 
endeavor in Palestine. Lenin reached the conclusion 
that Zionism was a force harmful to Soviet aims 
before the Yevsektzia was established, at a time when 
there were very few Jews in the Communist party and 
the number of Communist Jews interested in Jewish 
matters was insignificant. The anti-Zionist position 
of the Soviet government was dictated by motives of 
a twofold nature, stemming, on the one hand, from 
its internal structure, and on the other, from its 
theories of world revolution and its resultant foreign 
policy. 

II. 

In its domestic policy the Soviet government looked 
upon the Zionists as an alien and hostile element. 
Once the basic premises of Soviet philosophy are 
accepted, this view of Zionism and Zionists becomes 
logically inevitable. All of the three main currents 
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Soviet Russia and the Zionist Movement 


by Hayim Greenberg 


in Russian Zionism were in the past in some way 
identified with general political movements opposed 
by the Bolsheviks. General Zionists actively co- 
operated with the liberal Cadet party of Miliukov 
and some of the semi-Socialist parties like the Tru- 
doviks; Labor Zionists were, for the most part, ideo- 
logically affiliated with the Mensheviks of the Social- 
Democratic party or the Social-Revolutionaries; the 
Mizrachi, as a religious group, were in the eyes of 
the Bolsheviks the Jewish counterpart of the “clerical 
party.” During the short-lived Kerensky regime and 
in the elections to the Constituent Assembly, Zionists, 
either as a separate group or in conjunction with 
other non-Jewish political groups, threw in their 
influence with the elements opposed to a Soviet dic- 
tatorship and to a separate peace with the Kaiser. In 
local matters Zionists acted in a similar spirit. 

As a social and economic class the preponderant 
majority of Zionists, including the Labor Zionists, 
did not belong to the industrial proletariat which 
was at that time recognized by the Bolsheviks as the 
only class beyond suspicion. Merely to be property- 
less was not enough. The Zionists were “bourgeois,” 
and the youthful Socialist Zionist enthusiasts who 
usually came from poor Jewish families were even 
more suspect. The Communists were always more 
intolerant of Socialist heresies than of outright anti- 
Socialism. 

But there were far weightier reasons for the out- 
lawing of Zionism in Bolshevist Russia, reasons in- 
herent in the fundamental nature of the Soviet state. 
The Soviet state is a totalitarian state which cannot 
permit the legal existence of any non-conformist 
group and cannot conceive of a group of people 
independently seeking a solution to their problems 
outside the boundaries of the State. 

In the early stages of the October Revolution the 
leaders themselves failed to recognize the logic in- 
herent in building a centralist and dictatorial regime. 
For months after the Communist party had seized 
power in Russia there still existed a privately owned 
and a relatively free press; nor were freedom of 
assembly and freedom of association entirely abol- 
ished. But as the new regime proceeded to build a 
new state and to introduce new economic relations 
by revolutionary methods, it became apparent that 
the rapid execution of its task involved establishing 
a strictly centralized and regimented aparatus in every 
sphere of political, economic and cultural life. Regi- 
mentation is an all-inclusive technique and a regi- 
mented state can tolerate no exceptions; at least, 
their number must be reduced to the unavoidable 
minimum. Th existence of a Zionist movement would 
clearly constitute an anomaly in such a state, under 
a regime which recognizes only one political party, 
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which denies freedom of speech and freedom of as- 
sembly and which, by its very nature, cannot permit 
any political, trade union or cultural organization 
unless it is controlled or inspired by the ruling party. 
The legal recognition of the Zionist organization 
would have meant a special privilege for the Jews, 
since it would be the only non-governmental political 
or cultural organization exempted from the general 
policy of repression. 

Zionist activities and propaganda were tolerated in 
Soviet Russia only during that brief period when the 
Bolshevist leaders themselves were still unaware of 
the full implications of the dictatorship they had 
introduced, before they had quite made up their 
minds to get. rid of every vestige of liberalism. It 
was still the time when the famous anarchist Kropot- 
kin, who turned patriot in the World War, could 
openly and with impunity protest against negotiations 
with Imperial Germany and the peace of Brest- 
Litovsk. The repressions and the organized terror 
from above which began in the fall of 1918 marked 
the end of the period of relative liberalism of the 
Bolsheviks. The prohibition of Zionism with the 
ensuing persecutions of its followers were bound 
to follow. 

In the eyes of the Communist leaders a movement 
such as Zionism could only appear as useless roman- 
ticism. For Zionism as a legitimate idea there was 
no room in a scheme of things in which ideas and 
objectives tend to be oversimplified to a grotesque 
degree, in which the Marxist conception of life is not 
only popularized but vulgarized, and which is marked 
by a naive, defiant fixation on the narrowly economic 
aspects of human society. Zionism’s concern with 
the continuity of Jewish life and with the free and 
creative expression of Jewish existence and all its 
nostalgic and spiritual attributes could hardly com- 
mend itself to classical Bolshevism. The Russian 
critic of the sixties, Pissarev, was unwittingly the 
prophet of cultural Bolshevism by emphasizing with 
a great deal of bravado his preference for a good 
“pot on the oven” to a poem by Pushkin. But even he 
would have been surprised to see so much mystic 
ecstacy put into the fight against everything suspected 
of mysticism and metaphysics. Bolshevism in those 
days was able to grasp only that side of Zionism 
which sought to solve the problem of the Jews rather 
than the problem of Jewishness (to use terms coined 
by Achad Ha-am), but it did not look for that solu- 
tion outside its own borders, in the capitalist world. 
The Jews of Russia would find the decent living con- 
ditions and the healthy economy they needed in Bol- 
shevist Russia, whose objective it was to provide 
these things for all sections of its populations, includ- 
ing the Jews. As for the Jews outside of Russia, their 
salvation lay in the world-wide Social Revolution 
which the Bolsheviks believed at the time to be 
imminent. 
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Soviet anti-Zionism was thus not the result of a 
whim nor of mere viciousness or sadism on the part 
of the Yevsektzia (although the latter contributed to 
the extreme brutality of the Soviet anti-Zionist 
policy). It was—and it has been until recently —the 
inevitable consequence of a certain conception of 
social and economic forces and the product of a 
definite mental trend. 


Il. 


Soviet Russia’s anti-Zionist attitude was also in 
line with her foreign and colonial policy, which was 
predicated on the rapid Sovietization of Western 
Europe and, ultimately, of the whole world. The 
Communists aimed, first of all at introducing a Soviet 
regime in Germany, as the nearest Western neighbor 
to Russia and as a country of colossal industrial and 
technological possibilities and of potentially great 
military power. Next in line for Sovietization were 
to be France and England, as the two main citadels 
of capitalism, and then American capitalism would 
be unable to survive and would fall by itself. One of 
the mighty weapons for the overthrow of capitalism 
in the West, the Bolsheviks believed, was fomenting 
revolt in the colonial countries in Africa and, still 
more, in Asia, where European capitalism, in Lenin’s 
view, had its last possibilities for expanding. If 
checked in the colonies, he thought, capitalism in 
Europe and in America would inevitably collapse 
under the weight of its own inner contradictions. 
Moscow sought to gain control of the native national- 
ist movement in India, China, French Indo-China, 
Java, Ceylon and the Arab-speaking countries, and 
dozens of emissaries and propagandists with large 
sums of money were sent in the name of the Comin- 
tern into all those colonial and semi-colonial coun- 
tries. 

The Communists did not expect to succeed with 
mere social and economic slogans in those feudal and 
semi-feudal regions of the world where the social 
structure was still paternalistic and where religion 
and the traditional mode of life were still firmly 
rooted. As political opportunists they, therefore, did: 
not hesitate to employ slogans and associate with 
elements whose counterparts were outlawed in Russia 
and which they would not tolerate in any country 
under their control. They appealed to the national 
sentiments and to the feeling of offended racial pride 
of the backward peoples and assiduously fanned not 
only resentment against their European rulers but 
also their smouldering xenophobia generally. In 
Asia and Africa the Bolsheviks did not direct their 
propaganda against the native exploiters and ruling 
classes whose power was sanctioned and even hal- 
lowed by history and tradition. The Comintern had 
little access to the amorphous, disorganized, ignorant 
and apathetic masses of Africa and Asia, and had 
neither the patience nor the mentality required for 
slow, long-range work of enlightenment and social 
education. As a temporary expedient, it therefore 
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sought the alliance of the recognized native leaders. 
As local conditions or as the momentary situation 
dictated, the Comintern allied itself with semi-intel- 
lectual romantics, adventurous war-lords (as in 
China), industrial magnates or—as in Palestine and 
other Arab-speaking countries—with the effendis 
and the Moslem clergy. In most countries the anti- 
imperialist propaganda of the Comintern met with a 
relatively favorable response among the upper classes 
and the chauvinistic intelligentsia—groups hungry 
for power and ready to co-operate with the Third 
International in order to get rid of the foreign rulers. 
Moscow entertained no illusions about the social 
ideals of those people whose alliance it cultivated, 
but it postponed the liquidation of these allies, the 
heroes of “national liberation,” until after Western 
Europe has been Sovietized. 


Never too squeamish about their methods or their 
associations, the Communists, openly or secretly, ex- 
ploited not only national sentiment, but religious 
fanaticism as well. In Palestine they associated for 
many years with the effendis and the muftis and with 
all those circles of the Arab intelligentsia and Arab 
youth who saw both in England and in Zionism, 
which allegedly leaned on England, a serious hind- 
rance to their own ambitions. That Zionism was a 
force making for economic and cultural progress in 
the Near East and that it contained potentialities of 
Socialist influence in that section of the globe, was 
not unknown in Moscow, just as it was known there 
that Arab nationalism was saturated with chauvinism 
and reaction. 

But in the general scheme for breaking up the 
British Empire in the relatively near future, Arab 
nationalism was considered by the Communists as a 
convenient instrument, whereas Zionism was not. 
Thus by the logic of their revolutionary “pragma- 
tism,” the Communists were “right” in declaring 
Jewish nationalized land, Jewish co-operatives, col- 
lective farms and the Jewish trade unions, educational 
institutions and women’s emancipation as represent- 
ing “reaction, chauvinism and aggressive imperial- 
ism,” while hailing the Mufti’s pogroms of 1929 and 
1936 as a “revolution of liberation.” After all, the 
massacres were indirectly aimed to some extent 
against British imperialism, and that was what mat- 
tered. 

Bolshevist colonial policy was in most cases in- 
tended to harness anti-imperialist feeling and xeno- 
phobia to the wagon of world revolution, which 
-Stalinism—Trotzky’s accusations notwithstanding— 
has never renounced. But it was a policy the Com- 
munists varied whenever they thought it was to their 
advantage to do so. The Moslems in Russia enjoyed 
comparative freedom from oppression and Moslem 
children in the Caucasus and in Turkestan could 
receive religious instruction with impunity because 
the Soviets were anxious to cultivate the good will of 
the Arabs, of Turkey and of Iran. Similarly, at the 
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heydey of the United Front in France, Communist 
propaganda against French imperialism in North 
Africa was practically suspended, while in Palestine 
and the neighboring countries anti-British agitation 
was intensified. During the years that Russia, im- 
pelled by sound instinct and sound logic, sought to 
promote collective security in international affairs, 
she was quite ready to make peace with European 
imperialism for a time and betray her allies in the 
colonial lands. But the seeds sowed by the Com- 
munist propaganda in Africa did not disappear with 
the United Front, and, nurtured by Nazi-Fascist 
agitation against “French plutocracy” and the “Jewish 
peril,” they produced in the minds of certain sections 
of the population a religious and national fanaticism 
which is now a source of considerable trouble to the 
Allied armies in Tunisia. The Communists have con- 
tributed generously to the popularity of the former 
Mufti in all Arab-speaking countries as a “revolution- 
ary” and a “national liberator” and it is not so easy 
now to represent him to his adherents as an “enemy 
of the people” just because he openly calls on Hitler 
and Mussolini for help or because he speaks to the 
Arabs via Mussolini’s radio stations. . . . 

A change in Moscow’s position with regard to 
Zionism can take place only as a result of a thorough 
change in its general world policy and its strategy 
with regard to colonial and subject countries. The 
Bolsheviks would be ready to alter their position over- 
night if they were faced with a new world situation. 
Serious discussions with the Soviet government about 
Jewish interests and Jewish aspirations in Palestine 
ought, of course, to begin now, during the war, but 
it would be naive to expect the results of such dis- 
cussions to depend on the persuasive power of the 
Zionists in presenting their case or on the few 
hundred thousand dollars or even millions raised 
with Zionist assistance for Russian war relief agencies. 


VI. 


Whether Russia after the war will assume a favor- 
able or a neutral stand on Zionism will depend on 
several factors, such as the disposition of the world’s 
affairs by the victorious United Nations, the solution 
of the knotty colonial problem and Russia’s status in 
the coming international concert. 

Should the war end with a complete liquidation of 
the imperialist system, as many would like to believe 
(though a voluntary renunciation now seems less 
and less likely), there would be no more reason for 
Russia’s colonial policy nor for her active anti-Zion- 
ism as a part of that policy. It would then be conceiv- 
able that in view of the aggravated situation of the 
Jews in Europe and in view of a changed mentality in 
Russia on matters of national culture and tradition, 
Russia may support Zionist demands in Palestine. 
The failure of the Biro-Bidjan project in Russia 
would be an additional strong factor in convincing 
the Soviet leaders of the correctness of the Zionist 
philosophy. In that case one can well imagine Rus- 
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sia’s position with regard to Zionism to be favorable 
in the international field, while continuing to be hos- 
tile and oppressive at home. Russia cannot allow 
Russian Zionists freedom of activity as long as the 
totalitarian and dictatorial regime continues and as 
long as no groups except the bona fide Communists 
are permitted to express themselves. 

But should there be a return to the status quo ante 
1939 with slight modifications, then Soviet Russia 
will have the same reasons for continuing her col- 
onial policy along “classical” Bolshevist lines. Un- 
less England liquidates Zionism by establishing 
an “independent” Arab state in Palestine, Zionism 
will still be, in the present context of Arab political 
life, a convenient bogey in its anti-imperialist propa- 
ganda. 

So much for the Communist position “in prin- 
ciple.” But Russia may find herself after her victory 
over Germany so badly mauled as to require the 
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active economic and perhaps even military assistance 
of her allies if she is to keep the balance of the new 
peace. In such a case the Soviets would have to do 
violence to their “conscience” and refrain from any 
anti-imperialist propaganda in colonial countries, 
and, if England and America decide in favor of carry- 
ing out a bold project for the settlement of the Jew- 
ish problem in Palestine, Russia would have to re- 
nounce her anti-Zionist agitation under pressure. But 
in the general moral atmosphere attendant on a 
return to the status quo it is doubtful if the Allied 
powers would have the necessary moral courage to 
facilitate the solution of the Jewish problem on the 
basis of radical Zionism. 

Soviet Russia’s future attitude towards Zionism 
depends on the general world constellation after the 
war and on the extent to which the Soviet regime will 
alter its structure and physiognomy. It certainly de- 
pends very little on an improvised ritual of fraterniza- 
tion, staged in New York, London or Tel Aviv... 


THE END OF CHINA‘’S HUMILIATION 


by Taraknath Das 


— of extra-territorial jurisdiction in China, 
secured through imposition of unequal treaties, 
was nothing less than the functioning of imperialism 
on Chinese soil. Nationals of the European powers 
enjoying extra-territoriality used their political im- 
perialism by asserting that they were not within the 
jurisdiction of the laws of the land, thus overriding 
the national sovereignty of China. When extra-ter- 
ritorial jurisdiction and unequal treaties took a wider 
form than the assertion of rights of nationals of 
foreign powers to be tried by their own courts and 
their own laws, and developed foreign concessions, 
foreign spheres of influence, established foreign armed 
forces, foreign police, foreign post offices etc., they 
interfered with Chinese national sovereignty and ter- 
ritorial integrity. Extra-territorial jurisdiction or un- 
equal treaties interefered with Chinese economic inde- 
pendence, because China was deprived of her right 
to revise tariffs and control customs and to adopt such 
measures as might be to her interest, rather than the 
interest of other nations. The imposition of unequal 
treaties paved the way for the exercise of racial im- 
perialism—racial discrimination against the Chinese 
in international settlements and in many other ways. 
Thus, the nations, which exercised extra-territorial jur- 
isdiction in China and enjoyed benefits of one-sided 
unequal treaties, imposed upon weak China, through 
“gun-boat diplomacy” or through the “concert of 
powers,” a political, economic and racial imperialism. 

This fact may be denied by many western scholars, 
by using some hair-splitting technical arguments. But 
the Chinese knew that they were victims of imperial- 


ism. All Asian peoples who have been victims of 
“capitulations” or who have been kept under foreign 
rule knew that; and even the Japanese people who 
once had to concede extra-territorial jurisdiction to 
Western powers and were exercising the same in 
China, knew it. Imposition of extra-territorial juris- 
diction in China was her national humiliation, an in- 
fringement of her sovereignty. This was done not for 
her good; and China’s Western friends, not to speak of 
Japan, loathed to give it up, because it was a symbol 
of their dominance, power and supposed racial superi- 
ority over a supposedly inferior people. But changes 
wrought by time, both in China and in world politics, 
have recently led to its abolition, ending this cen- 
tury-old national humiliation. 
II. 

Imposition of extra-territorial jurisdiction in China 
was undoubtedly a result of the Opium War, fought 
by the British against the Chinese. This war was, in 
turn, the result of Chinese resistance to Britain’s 
opium trade, which was carried on by the monopoly- 
holding British East India Company. Since the middle 
of the eighteenth century the British hold on India 
has been the center of an ever-expanding British 
imperialism in all parts of Asia and Africa, and the 
Opium War was a result of the economic imperialism 
of Britain in Eastern Asia. 

India, deprived of her own freedom, served as an 
instrument of Chinese national humiliation, because 
India paid for the military campaign in China, British- 
Indian soldiers participated in this unholy war and 
British officials under the East India Company played 
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important diplomatic and military roles in the Opium 
War. In fact, the British Government in England 
was so closely associated with the Board of Directors 
of the East India Company of the time, that the East 
India Company shaped its policy towards China and 
the Opium War. Thus every Indian felt that India 
indirectly injured China and India had a debt to pay 
in cooperating with China. Dr. Sun Yat-sen once 
told me that so long as India remained under bon- 
dage, China would never be free from the menace to 
her freedom. Thus Dr. Sun Yat-sen felt that it would 
be China’s duty not only to free herself from all 
unequal treaties, but to champion the cause of the 
freedom of India and of all Asian peoples. The 
end of the extra-territorial jurisdiction, achieved 
through the treaties between China and the United 
States and China and Great Britain, has great signi- 
ficance not merely as the assertion of China’s equality 
among nations, but as a step towards China's leader- 
ship in the struggle for Asian freedom and equality. 
Of all the peoples of the world, the leaders of the 
Indian nationalist movement, who are conscious of 
India’s part in China’s humiliation in the past, are 
most happy over the change in China’s status. 
III. 

Behind the Opium War there was more than 
British desire to force opium upon China for profit. 
China, during the early part of the nineteenth century, 
although she allowed Western powers to trade in 
certain restricted regions of certain ports, was not 
anxious to open the whole country to foreign trade. 
The Chinese, in their isolation from the rest of the 
world, were arrogant in their national pride and did 
not wish to treat representatives of other nations as 
equals. While the British were refused permission to 
carry on their opium trade, and the Chinese, accord- 
ing to their own laws, punished those Chinese who 
were engaged in contraband trade and destroyed very 
valuable opium cargoes, one of the real contests be- 
hind the scene was to open China forcibly to foreign 
commerce. In this matter, every Western nation was 
in full agreement with the British policy of waging 
war against China. Thus the Opium War was in a 
Certain sense one of the expressions of the “Concert 
of Western Powers against the Orient.” 

Even American statesmen, who were not friendly 
to the British and were envious of British commercial 
supremacy, thought that Britain, in fighting China 
during the Opium War, was fighting for a just cause 
and for the ascendancy of the white man against the 
arrogant yellow race. Many Americans will not be- 
lieve in this thesis, because many American mission- 
aries denounced British opium policy in China, and 
the slaughter of the civilian population of Canton was 
something like the abominable butchery of the masses 
in Warsaw or Amsterdam by the Germans during 
the present war.* But the fact remains that many 
American businessmen as well as American statesmen 
were in favor of the British. The following was the 
considered judgment of Hon. John Quincy Adams, 
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who was then Secretary of State, regarding the Opium 
War, expressed in a speech before the Massachusetts 
Historical Society in December 1841: 

“The fundamental principle of the Chinese Empire 
is anti-commercial . . . It admits no obligation to hold 
commercial intercourse with others. It utterly denies 
the equality of other nations with itself, and even 
their independence. It holds itself to be the center of 
the terraqueous globe, equal to the heavenly host, and 
all other nations with whom it has any relations, 


political or commercial, as outside tributary barbar- 


ians reverently submissive to the will of its despotic 
chief. It is upon this principle, openly avowed and 
inflexibly maintained, that the principal maritime 
nations of Europe for several centuries, and the United 
States of America from the time of their acknowl- 
edged independence, have been content to hold com- 
mercial intercourse with the Empire of China. 

“It is time that this enormous outrage upon the 
rights of human nature and upon the first principle of 
the rights of nations should cease. . . 

“This is the truth, and, I apprehend, the only ques- 
tion at issue between the governments and nations of 
Great Britain and China. It is a general, but I believe 
altogether mistaken, opinion that the quarrel is mere- 
ly for certain chests of opium imported by British 
merchants into China, and seized by the Chinese Gov- 
ernment for having been imported contrary to law. 
This is a mere incident to the dispute; but no more 
the cause of the war, than the throwing overboard of 
the tea in Boston harbor was the cause of the North 
American Revolution. 

“The cause of the war is the kowtow, the arrogant 
and insupportable pretensions of China, that she will 
hold commercial intercourse with the rest of man- 
kind, not upon terms of equal reciprocity, but upon 
the insulting and degrading forms of relation between 
lord and vassal.” ** 

Regarding the Opium War, it should be noted that 
Britain did not make any formal declaration of war, 
but started a blockade of the port of Canton on June 
22, 1840. Hostilities began on July 5th. The Chinese 
were defeated in various engagements. A large num- 
ber of the civilian population was massacred in the 
bombardment of Canton. However, peace was con- 
cluded by a treaty that was signed on August 29, 
1842. By this treaty China ceded Hongkong to Bri- 
tain and paid an indemnity of $21,000,000, of which 
$6,000,000 was for the amount of opium destroyed 
and $3,000,000 for debts of British subjects. The 
ports of Canton, Amoy, Foo-Chow, Ningpo and 
Shanghai were opened to British trade and residence. 
A tariff of import and export duties was to be agreed 
upon and official correspondence was conducted on 


* For a study of the Opium War and the abomination of the 
British opium policy, read Opium Monopoly by Ellen La Motte and 
Ethics of Opium by the same author. 

** Americans in Eastern Asia by Prof. Tyler Dennett, page 107. 
Also see American Diplomacy in the Orient by John W. Faster, 


page 73. 
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terms of equality. By further negotiations special 
concessions were secured by Britain. 

The United States Government was not unmindful 
of securing concessions and by the Treaty of 1844 it 
acquired all the advantages won by the British 
through the Treaty of 1842 and also the assurance of 
“most favored nation” treatment. During the rest of 
the nineteenth century and until the Boxer Uprising 
early in the twentieth century, owing to Chinese 
weakness due to internal conflicts and foreign aggres- 
sions, greater concessions were extracted from her by 
many unequal treaties. It should be remembered that 
the Chinese were not the only people whose sover- 
eignty was curtailed by the onslaught of Western 
powers. In fact, there was not a single power in Asia 
which retained full sovereignty. Japan was the first 
one to recover her full sovereignty by getting rid of 
extra-territorial jurisdiction. After the Sino-Japanese 
War of 1894-1895, Western powers, especially Great 
Britain, were much impressed with Japanese strength; 
also, Japan was making changes in her laws to meet 
the demands of the Western nations. Japan’s own 
strength and the international situation which 
brought about the Anglo-Japanese Alliance and the 
Russo-Japanese War led to the abolition of extra- 
territorial jurisdiction in Japan. 

Following the example of Japan, the Chinese Gov- 
ernment tried to bring about a similar change, but it 
failed. The beneficiaries of the unequal treaties were 
unwilling to concede to China’s demands. 

IV. 

Just as Turkey, after entering World War I, by her 
own declaration abolished the Capitulations, infring- 
ing on her sovereign rights, so the Chinese, after 
entering World War I, denounced their treaties with 
the Central Powers, by which extra-territorial rights 
were guaranteed. This act of unilateral denunciation 
of a treaty was confirmed by the Versailles Treaty, by 
which the Central Powers were forced to give up 
their extra-territorial jurisdiction in China. However, 
the Chinese Government refused to sign the Versailles 
Treaty because it objected to the transfer of the Ger- 
man rights in China to Japan; therefore, in a separate 
Sino-German treaty, Germany agreed to give up its 
extra-territorial jurisdiction. Later on Austria fol- 
lowed Germany’s example. Let this be carefully 
noted: China’s allies in World War I, especially the 
Anglo-American-French Powers, like the Japanese 
and Italians, refused to give up the same unjust 
rights which they forced the Germans and Austrians 
to give up! It should also be noted that Soviet 
Russia, seeking to establish friendly relations with 
China, agreed to give up the extra-territorial jurisdic- 
tions and concessions acquired by the Tsarist Govern- 
ment from China. 

During the Washington Conference of 1921-1922, 
the Chinese delegation under the leadership of Dr. 
Sze, Dr. Koo and Dr. Wang did their best to change 
the unequal treaties. Dr. C. T. Wang pleaded that 
“extra-territorial jurisdiction in China is a derogation 


15 


of China’s sovereignty and regarded by the Chinese 
people as National Humiliation.” He did not suc- 
ceed in his efforts. Dr. Wellington Koo and Dr. Sze 
pleaded for China’s tariff autonomy: 

“Tariff autonomy is a sovereign right enjoyed by 
all independent states. Its free exercise is essential to 
the well-being of the state. The existing treaty provi- 
sions, by which the levy of custom duties, transit dues 
and other imports are regulated, constitute not only 
a restriction of China’s freedom of action, but an 
infringement of sovereignty. Restoration of her tariff 
autonomy would only be recognition of a right which 
is hers and which she relinquished against her will. 

“The maintenance of the present tariff regime 
means, moreover, a continued loss of revenue to the 
Chinese Government. The customs import duty 
under the regime is limited to the very low rate of 
five per cent ad valorem for all classes of stable goods, 
compared with the average rate of 15% to 60% 
levied by other countries. In fact, because the duties 
are levied on the basis of a previously fixed schedule, 
the actual collections amount to only three and one- 
half percent effective....” 


But this plea produced the result that the Powers 
agreed to change the tariff to 5 % effective within two 
months of signing a treaty to that effect. Later on the 
Powers agreed to comparative tariff autonomy, al- 
though they refused to remove the extra-territorial 
jurisdiction. 

The Chinese National Government tried to secure 
the co-operation of the League of Nations towards 
the abolition of extra-territoriality or the revision of 
the unequal treaties. On various occasions Dr. C. C. 
Wu, the Chinese delegate to the League, drew the 
attention of the League authorities to the import of 
Article 19 of the League Covenant which reads as 
follows: 

“The Assembly may from time to time advise 
the reconsideration by members of the League 
of treaties which have become inapplicable and 
the consideration of internal conditions whose 
continuance might endanger the peace of the 
world.” 

But the League of Nations ignored China’s con- 
tentions that the unequal treaties which were con- 
cluded between China and the Powers were no longer 
suited to the changed conditions—the rising tide of 
New Nationalism in China working for the recovery 
of Chinese sovereign rights—and that the unilateral 
privileges and obligations guaranteed by the treaties 
“impaired Chinese sovereignty and territorial integ- 
rity.” Furthermore the Chinese authorities definitely 
pointed out that “in the struggle for racial equality 
and the safeguarding of international peace, such 
unequal treaties could no longer be allowed to con- 
tinue in force.” The Great Powers raised the pretext 
that unless China’s internal conditions be more peace- 
ful, there could not be any change. 

Thus after China’s failure to get any friendly re- 
sponse to her requests for the revision of the unequal 
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treaties from the Versailles Peace Conference, the 
Washington Conference, the League of Nations and 
all the treaty Powers, especially Great Britain and 
America, the Chinese authorities, at a meeting of the 
Central Political Council of the Chinese Government, 
with General Chiang Kai-shek presiding, on Decem- 
ber 26, 1929 adopted the following resolution: — 
“That in accordance with a proposal of the 
Foreign Affairs Committee of the Council, the 
State Council is instructed: (a) to issue a Man- 
date that beginning the First Day of the First 
Month of the Republic (Jan. 1, 1930), all 
foreign nationals residing in China who are now 
enjoying extra-territorial rights shall observe 
the laws and regulations promulgated by the 
Central and Local Governments, and (b) to 
promulgate as soon as possible the measures 
relating to the administration of justice in which 
foreign nationals are involved.” 

The Chinese government informed all the treaty 
Powers that they would be willing to negotiate 
separate new treaties not on the basis of favored na- 
tions rights but for the promotion of reciprocal inter- 
ests. But it was apparent that the Anglo-American 
Powers closely following a common policy, with or 
without Japanese co-operation, were not willing to 
make any change which would eliminate the extra- 
territorial jurisdiction from the existing treaties. 


ws 


After the outbreak of the present Sino-Japanese 
War, Prince Konoye made an appeal to Generalis- 
simo Chiang Kai-shek, on December 22, 1938, to the 
effect that China, Japan and Manchukuo adopt a 
common foreign economic and defense policy. Then 
“Japan not only would respect the sovereignty of 
China but she is prepared to give positive considera- 
tion to the question of the abolition of extra-territori- 
ality and the rendition of concessions and settlements 
—wmatters which are necessary for the full indepen- 
dence of China.” But on the 26th of December Gen- 
eral Chiang Kai-shek rejected the offer. 


The present puppet government of China at Nan- 
king has not only accepted the Japanese offer of an 
alliance, but has become a partner of the Axis Powers 
and during the first week of January, 1943, has 
declared war against both the United States and Great 
Britain. The puppet government in China and the 
Japanese government now control all former interna- 
tional settlements, all treaty ports and Hongkong, 
where most of the foreigners lived and enjoyed extra- 
territorial jurisdiction. Thus today in actual practice 
there is no extra-territorial jurisdicton in China. Jap- 
anese occupation of China’s ports and Japanese al- 
liance with the puppet government in China ended 
it. Extra-territoriality existed on paper. Thus for 
many Chinese nationalists, the abolition of extra- 
territorial jurisdiction in China by the recent Anglo- 
Chinese and Sino-American treaties, has only moral 
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value. Of course, this moral gesture of the Anglo- 
American Powers has been enthusiastically hailed by 
the Chinese Nationalist Government and General 
Chiang Kai-shek personally. 

To be fair, it should be noted that many real 
friends of China in the United States, such as Pearl 
Buck, Senator Elbert D. Thomas of Utah and others 
have advocated the abolition of extra-territorial jur- 
isdiction in China during the last few years. They 
were conscious of the fact that the Chinese, after the 
present war, would under no circumstances agree to 
any kind of infringement of China’s sovereign rights; 
and therefore it would be better to make the relin- 
quishment voluntarily, and now. But the reluctance 
of the British to give up extra-territoriality was very 
great and the United States Government had to wait 
until the British Government was persuaded to give 
up the unequal treaties. But all who know the actual 
situation regard the concession to China in the form 
of renouncing the extra-territorial jurisdiction as hav- 
ing come too late for any great effect. It is regarded 
by many as nothing more than a mere gesture to 
counteract Chinese discontent which took the form of 
the withdrawal of the Chinese Military Mission from 
Washington. But it is better late than never. 


(Abolition of extra-territoriality in China would 
deprive Anglo-Americans of unequal privileges in 
China. What of the abolition of discriminatory re- 
strictions on the Chinese within the domain of the 
Anglo-American Powers? This leads to the funda- 
mental questions of Immigration, Citizenship and 
Racial Equality with regard to the Chinese. Dr. Das 
will discuss these issues in a subsequent article.) 


Iraq Enters the War 


by E. Logoy 


ees HAS declared war on Germany, Italy, and 
Japan, thus becoming a partner to the cause of the 
Allied Nations. Whoever is so inclined in these days 
may indulge in historic and mythological sentimental- 
ities about the partnership between America and this 
cradle of the human race, the place of the Garden of 
Eden, where Adam and Eve lived a carefree life with- 
out sin until the serpent did his trick. He may also 
recall that this was the land of Babylonia, Assyria, 
Chaldea, and Nineveh, the country where the oldest 
known city, Ur of the Chaldees, the birthplace of 
Abraham, was situated. But there is a more urgent 
prosaic matter confronting us: What is the worth of 
that partnership to the United Nations and to the 
realization of the aims for which they are fighting? 
The direct military importance of Iraq in the pres- 
ent war is not very substantial. Iraq has a population 
of not more than three million souls, though some 
enthusiasts in Baghdad like to boast of full five 
million, in an area roughly twenty-four times the size 
of the state of Connecticut, with few, and mostly poor, 
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means of transportation. It has no industry which 
could be converted to military uses, and its great 
natural resources are in a state of neglect. The fifty 
thousand primitive rifles which Iraq can muster today 
are an anachronism in the light of modern methods 
of warfare, and the few airplanes, which Baqr Sidqi 
Pasha once bought from his friend Mussolini, ought 
by now to be in a museum. The officers of the Iraqi 
Army are thoroughly imbued with the Nazi doctrine 
and will bear watching in a serious situation. 

Nevertheless it would be unfair to minimize the 
significance of the declaration of war by Baghdad. 
Although the country is occupied by British forces it 
will now be much easier to defend the pipelines over 
the tremendous distances from Mosul to Palestine and 
from Mosul to Syria. Of even greater significance is 
the potential psychological effect of this declaration 
of war on the side of the democracies by the first 
Moslem and first Arab-speaking country. This may 
in time influence many millions in the Near East and 
Africa, as well as in India, with its huge Moslem pop- 
ulation. From the standpoint of winning the war, 
Iraq’s decision is certainly a positive fact which must 
be welcomed by all. But the question arises: What 
about the value of Iraq in winning the peace? 

Why was Iraq so late in declaring war? The revolt 
against Britain, led by the notorious friend of Hitler, 
Rashid Ali al Gailani, was suppressed in the summer 
of 1941. The new “pro-British” regime was estab- 
lished there on June 3rd of the same year. And yet 
Baghdad waited all this time to join the “just cause.” 
Some commentators seek to convey the impression 
that this delay was due to Iraq’s suspicion of England, 
but that, on the other hand, Iraq has great faith in 
the honest intentions of the United States. Assuming 
that this is so, it is still puzzling why it took Baghdad 
thirteen months after Pearl Harbor to show its faith 
in American fair play. 

One wonders whether it is a mere accident that 
Iraq’s declaration of war came at the moment of Hit- 
ler’s reverses in Russia, and of Mussolini’s apparent 
loss of his whole African empire. Iraq is predomi- 
nantly a Moslem country, but among its many reli- 
gious minorities there is a queer religious sect called 
the Yezedis, who are said to believe in the power of 
Satan and to worship him rather than the impotent 
gods. The impression one gets in recent years is that 
Iraq consists more of Yezedis than of Moslems. The 
fascist Satan, in whose unconquerable power they 
seem to believe, has been greatly worshipped there, 
and only now that the scales of the war begin to tip 
towards the other side, Iraq appears to have sobered 
up and jumped on the bandwagon of the democracies. 

So much is admitted in an article in the Herald 
Tribune of January 25, by Edmond J. Nouri. (The 
editors didn’t find it necessary to give any information 
about the writer of the article, or his nationality. They 
might have told their readers that Mr. Nouri is an 
Arab from Iraq, that for several years he was an of- 
ficial of the Finance Ministry in Baghdad, that before 
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the war he had contacts with German and Italian 
propagandists, and that for some time he had been 
employed in Boston as a short-wave radio commen- 
tator in Arabic.) Praising the “political astuteness 
and foresight” of Iraq’s Prime Minister, Nouri As 
Said, he states frankly that “Iraq’s declaration of war 
on the Axis has one primary motive behind it—that 
of securing a seat in the United Nations’ peace con- 
ferences when the war is won.” He adds that “the 
Iraqi government will have an opportunity to present 
its problems and grievances” and that “naturally the 
Palestine problem will be one of the main issues in 
the peace settlement.” 

No one will deny Iraq’s legitimate right to a hear- 
ing at the peace table. Her right to present her griev- 
ances in the past and her just demands for the future 
ought to be granted to her, even without her joining 
the Allies as an active partner. It is not necessary 
to consider at this moment the extent to which Iraq's 
rights have actually been violated by England since 
World War I. If the British Mandatory Administra- 
tion committed many faults, it did, however, create 
ideal conditions from the Arab nationalist standpoint, 
compared to the Turkish regime under which the 
country had been for many generations. But the 
mandate was abolished before most people expected 
it, and in 1932 Iraq, following a British proposal, 
became a member of the League of Nations with the 
status of a sovereign nation. To be sure, that sover- 
eignty was circumscribed under several masks by 
the pressure of Britain’s imperial interests, and if 
Iraq should at the close of this war demand full and 
substantial independence in the same measure as it 
is recognized for other nations, its demand would 
deserve the support of every right-thinking person. 

But freedom must be given only to him who is 
ready to accept responsibilities, and rights without 
duties are an absurdity and injustice. The democratic 
world will, after the victory, have to present to Iraq 
definite demands as conditions for her freedom. The 
above-mentioned writer of the Herald Tribune article 
argues today that the Arabs of Iraq consider their fate 
closely and organically connected with the war aims 
of the democratic countries. His countrymen will 
have to prove in the future that they take upon them- 
selves a minimum of democratic duties. Several years 
ago the Iraqis massacred more than half of the Chris- 
tian Assyrian population without the slightest provo- 
cation on their part, thus practicing Hitlerism a few 
years before Hitler established his regime in Ger- 
many. The “humanitarianism” of the present “pro- 
democratic” government of Iraq was recently illustra- 
ted when it persistently refused to give transit visas to 
several hundred Jewish children, victims of Nazi per- 
secutions in Europe, temporarily sheltered in Iran, 
who were permitted by the British government to be 
brought into Palestine, and in whose behalf highly 
placed Americans very earnestly interceded. 

If the Iraqi Arabs should demand full national 
independence, accepting the obligation to respect the 
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rights of their religious and racial minorities and to 
co-operate with the general democratic world in main- 
taining peace and security, they would find sincere 
sympathies among all honest people. Mr. Edmond 
Nouri, who seems to be well-informed on Baghdad's 
dreams, lists a number of Iraqi aspirations, which have 
very little to do with national self-determination as 
such. In order to satisfy Iraq one would have, in his 
opinion, to grant the country not only an equal 
measure of sovereign rights which other peoples will 
get, but also (a) the right to organize an Arab fed- 
erated state, (b) the possibility of playing a leading 
role in that federation and (c) the liquidation of 
Zionism, so that Palestine may be incorporated into 
the Arab federation without any national political 
status for the Jews. 

We do not wish to go into the question of the 
ripeness of the various Arab lands to unite into a 
federated state. This is an internal matter, intimately 
concerning the Arabs alone, and if they think they 
have matured for it, no one has a right to put obstacles 
in their way. On the contrary, they ought to be as- 
sisted. But if the Near East is not to be loaded with 
new dynamite, it ought to be made sure that the fed- 
eration is the result of voluntary agreements among 
individual countries, not of a forced supremacy of one 
Arab country over all the others. The democratic 
countries are not interested in creating an Arab 
Prussia, dominating the rest of the Arab world. At 
the present time there are several contenders for 
Arab supremacy. Emir Abdullah of Transjordan has 
made his own claims clear in his recent interview with 
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the New York Times, while Ibn Saud’s silence is to 
be taken as anything but consent to having any Arab 
country but his own, Saudi-Arabia, play first fiddle. 

As to when and how such a state ought to be set 
up, one would have to examine the views of other 
Arab factors and to heed the sentiments of the Arab 
masses. And as for the liquidation of Zionism, which 
according to Mr. Nouri is a demand uniting all the 
Arabs in all countries, irrespective of their other obli- 
gations in the present war and of the sides they take 
in it, he and his fellow countrymen at home should 
be given to understand that one cannot on the one 
hand resent European imperialisms and on the other 
hand seek to establish in a part of Asia an Arab im- 
perialism. Palestine is not part of Iraq, historically 
or ethnically. It is not an Arab land in the same sense 
as are Iraq or Saudia, or Syria, or Hedjaz, or Yemen. 
It occupies a unique position economically, politic- 
ally, and culturally, as well as by the composition of 
its population. It is called upon to solve an interna- 
tional problem which has no parallel. Normal or 
legitimate expansion of Iraq’s economy does not re- 
quire Palestine, for even a doubled or tripled popula- 
tion cannot exploit in a proper measure all the 
economic possibilities of Iraq, with her vast spaces 
and her untapped natural resources. A people which 
seeks to take under its rule more than it needs, more 
land that it can settle, displays dangerous imperialist 
ambitions. The sooner and the more clearly public 
opinion and our government bring this to the atten- 
tion of our Iraqi partners, the better will it be for all 
concerned. 


The Historical German and the Perennial Nazi 
by Albert Salomon 


1 gp UPON a time there were proud kings in 
shining armor who ruled over peasants in the 
country and craftsmen in the towns. The kings were 
supported by feudal lords and war loving knights. 
Sometimes, they attacked each other’s country fo1 
the sake of conquest, glory and fun. War was a game 
of kings and knights, an international fraternity of 
fighting warriors. The victims of their warfare were 
an international community of sufferers, the peren- 
nial martyrs of violence—farmers, workers, mer- 
chants and scholars. In a society where social control 
was thus distributed, it was possible to attribute mili- 
tary conflicts and wars to individual rulers and their 
advisers. The intellectuals of the Dark Ages had pre- 
cise ideas on good and evil in the conduct of govern- 
ment. They did not doubt that the kings were respon- 





ALBERT SALOMON is professor of sociology at the Graduate 
Faculty of the New School for Social Research in New 
York. He was editor of DIE GESELLSCHAFT and has 
written several studies on political theory and intellectual 
development in modern society. 


sible for war or peace. They declared vigorously that 
the kings of peace were to be praised as good and wise 
and that the princes who went to war without a just 
cause were to be condemned as wicked and criminal. 

I have been thinking of this romantic “fairy tale” 
since I came across a discussion of the German crime 
and its prospective punishment. In this discussion 
there was one point worthy of reflection. One par- 
ticipant took the view that the German national char- 
acter was corrupt; the other challenged the idea that 
it was possible to make any generalization in regard 
to groups. The latter assumed, like the clerks in the 
Middle Ages, that there were only individual responsi- 
bilities. This radical statement makes it possible to 
pose the basic question: Is there such a thing as a 
national character or are there only individual re- 
sponsibilities and personalities that make history? 

It is certainly correct that “nature has planted not 
only in particular men but even in every nation... 
a kind of self-love,” which indicates, according to 
Erasmus, “the blessed working of Folly.” This self- 
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love is the positive self-affirmation of the in-group, 
the exaltation of its ways of living. It is at the same 
time the negative reaction against the stranger whom 
many primitive peoples, as well as the Greeks and 
Romans, know only by the term “enemy.” However, 
this sense of community among families and tribes 
is not extended to include the political institutions 
of the state. It is restricted to neighborhood and 
region. As long as rulers and subjects could be dis- 
tinguished as acting and being acted upon, as those 
bearing responsibility and the victims, the individuali- 
ties of societies did not come to the fore as national 
characters. In those periods, the super-national and 
super-political, i. e. the religious code of ethics which 
had been recognized as universally valid was still in 
force and could be enforced. Only when large sec- 
tions of the population had begun to share in the 
government of their countries did the international 
fraternities of kings and feudal lords disappear and 
make possible the rise of national entities based on the 
identification of the whole of society with its political 
institutions. The spread of liberal and democratic 
movements disrupted the super-national ethic of 
classical and Christian civilization and established 
national autonomies within the borderlines of the 
political institutions of the state. The national char- 
acter thus shifts its social and cultural function and 
becomes an element in the political self-consciousness 
of a politically responsible democratic society living 
alongside other similar politically autonomous socie- 
ties. National self-love and national self-conscious- 
ness are stages in the changing self-interpretations of 
societies and subject to external pressure and release. 
A national character is not a static 4 priori or unchang- 
ing substance. It is the continually changing composi- 
tion of elements which creates basic patterns of con- 
duct, of standards and of evaluations emerging with 
particular force during crucial historical moments. 
National character is a historical phenomenon, not 
an eternal idea. 

Every human being carries within himself the po- 
tentialities of his personality. The unfolding of his 
personality may be prevented or promoted by the 
habits of his clan relations, the mores of his occupa- 
tion, his social status and finally by the national char- 
acter. The influence of national characters is felt 
most strongly among those in the nation who con- 
stitute its political and economic elite. There are four 
such groups: the professional politicians, the eco- 
nomic rulers, the intellectuals and the military class. 
In varying combinations these groups leave their 
imprint upon the national character. 


II. 


The Germans have insisted for many decades that 
their national character is fundamentally different 
from the characters of the “Western” nations. 

They have boasted loudly that what they possess is 
not civilization, but culture. They have never under- 
stood the irony of this interpretation. Culture, as the 
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education of the individual soul, is certainly not 
restricted to any national group; civilization, as the 
process in which all groups of society are interrelated 
and imbued with the spirit of lawfulness and urbane 
rationality, is certainly the characteristic feature of 
the “Western” powers and is definitely absent in 
German society. These are indeed fundamental dif- 
ferences which are the result of the unique history 
of Germany as a nation. In all Western societies, the 
kings, in cooperation with the middle classes in the 
towns, succeeded in integrating the feudal classes 
with the emerging civil and judicial urban society. 
This was civilization: to establish the unity of power 
and reason, a well-balanced system of authority and 
freedom, an equilibrium of law and personal initia- 
tive. In all Western national societies, similar social 
images expressed the ideal of personal accomplish- 
ment in an urbane civilization—the cortegiano, the 
gentilhomme, the gentleman, the Christian gentle- 
man, the scholar gentleman. All these ideals presup- 
pose the unity of aristocratic and democratic elements 
in the establishment of the modern rational institu- 
tions of state and of society. 

A synthesis between the feudal forces in the Ger- 
man world did not come to terms with the power- 
ful urban communities. Military feudalism prevailed 
as the power of conquest and of glory, a monopolistic 
ruling class without the will or the ability to assimi- 
late the other strata of society or to adjust itself to 
them in order to establish a unified social system. This 
one historical fact had far-reaching consequences and 
deeply determined the German national character. 
First, it created a lasting gap between military and 
civil society. Secondly, it turned German politics into 
the narrow pattern of conquest and exploitation. 
These feudal lords never endeavored to gain the 
cooperation of the people they conquered; they never 
aimed at integrating them into their own social orbit 
or raise their standards to a higher social level. They 
never succeeded in integrating any conquered nation, 
either the Poles, or the Danes, or even the Alsatians 
and Rhinelanders. Whatever may have been the sins 
of French and British imperialism, they have to their 
credit an uninterrupted line of great generals who 
were at the same time great colonizers (Lyautey was 
the last among these civilized soldiers). The Germans 
knew how to exploit, but did not know how to civilize 
their conquered people. Thirdly, a lasting result of 
this anachronistic feudalism was a blind fatalism, a 
mysticism of blood, sword and fortune, the irrational 
belief of the warrior who enjoys himself in the com- 
plete self-estrangement of battle. The lust for dark 
and mystical powers and the enjoyment of submitting 
to fatal blows is a characteristic feature of a monopol- 
istic caste of warriors. They do not understand the 
freedom of enlightened reason and the emancipation 
from blind fate which springs from the depths of an 
illuminated conscience. As the result of specific his- 
torical concatenations which took place during the 
thirteenth and fourteenth centuries, irrationalism, 
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fatalism, exploitation and decivilization very early 
molded the features of the German national character. 

The lack of an integrated civilization makes pos- 
sible certain individual acts and experiences for which 
there is less scope in well-established and unified 
societies. The absence of norms of rationality and 
lawfulness accounts for the specific extremism which 
we find in all spheres of German life. They have been 
known throughout the Middle Ages as the worst 
drunkards; they have been famous for ruthless 
methods of war. On the other hand, they were just as 
radical in mystical contemplation and in the pursuit 
of philosophical reflections. Finally, the lack of 
opportunity for personal responsibility and participa- 
tion within a civilized social context have made pos- 
sible a scale of adventures in ideas, imagination and 
scientific creativity which are the positive aspects of a 
negative social situation. 

The final victory of the Prussian hegemony has 
brought to a finished perfection these features of the 
German national character which first took shape dur- 
ing the Middle Ages. It established militarism as the 
fundamental element in the national character and 
opened the avenues for the rise and the victory of the 
Nazi regime. The medieval situation had prevented 
the civilization of the feudal classes. The Prussian 
victory over Germany prevented the expansion and 
civilizing influence of the cultural and economic 
middle classes. 

III. 


The process of militarization took place in five 
stages. The first stage was the organization of the 
Prussian administration under Frederick William I. 
The focus of the whole administration was the com- 
missary of war. Under these conditions civil and 
police administration were subordinated to and de- 
pendent upon the military administration. Thus the 
military state was in the beginning differentiated from 
Austria, Saxony and Bavaria, where civil and military 
administrations were clearly separated. 

The second stage was the lasting success of the 
cynical and ruthless policy of conquest of the de- 
monic Frederick II. He never ceased emphasizing 
the primary social relevance of his military elite and 
the minor significance of industrial and civil society. 

The third stage was the successful revolt of the 
Junkers against the modestly liberal reforms of the 
Hardenberg regime between 1809 and 1813. They 
anticipated the Nazi slogans and succeeded in instill- 
_ ing their ideas into the minds of the intellectuals of 

the industrial society. The Junkers lamented the rise 
of a brand-new “Jewish state.” They heralded a 
revolutionary conflict between have-nots and landed 
property owners, industry and agriculture, the ma- 
terial and the spiritual, the atomized individual and 
the family, the spirit of progress and that of history, 
and between “intellectualism” and character. 

The fourth stage was the transformation of the 
liberal and democratic tendencies of 1848 into the 
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nationalism and militarism of the wars of unification 
—Bismarck’s shrewd device for turning the revolu- 
tionary movements to the support of the traditional 
monarchy. 

The fifth stage may be called the introduction of 
the middle classes into the ranks of the socially 
recognized military society. The ordinances of Wil- 
liam II of 1890 and 1891 concerning the status of 
the reserve officers gave them a social prestige and 
opportunities for promotion which were unknown in 
the old-fashioned military monarchy of William I. 
This was the most effective attempt to wean the indus- 
trial and cultured society from its liberal and pro- 
gressive principles and make its members reliable 
and loyal subjects of the military monarchy. This 
brand-new militaristic regime brought about the final 
surrender of the middle classes to the Junkers. The 
regime was militaristic because it established the 
ideals and mores of the military elite as images for 
civil life. This militarization of society is the abdica- 
tion of society and of its civilization. (See my article 
“The Spirit of the Soldier and Nazi Militarism,” 
Social Research, February 1942, pp. 82-103) 

IV. 

This sociological analysis of national character as 
a dynamic phenomenon in the process of history 
makes it possible, once and for all, to abandon the 
philosophical interpretation of the “German national 
spirit.” Intellectuals and professors have indulged in 
self-flattering academic fancies when explaining the 
cruelty and ruthless inhumanity of the enemy as a 
direct result of his philosophy. From Veblen and 
Santayana to Dewey and Lovejoy, professors have 
believed that they were contributing to the war effort 
in exposing the true spirit of the Germans as reflected 
in the works of their philosophers. Unless we start 
from the Hegelian hypothesis regarding the spread of 
the absolute mind in all spheres of life, it is a grave 
methodological mistake to connect the ideas of the 
philosopher with the social conditions. If the 
national character touches only the fringes of personal 
existence, then the existence of the philosopher, in 
particular if he is a man of genius, is least affected 
by the generalizing influence of the national spirit 
which shapes first of all the behavior patterns of the 
masses and their rulers. The work of the philosopher 
is directed toward, and subject to, the discovery of 
ideas and the pursuit of truth. The beginning and 
end of his fundamental desires is the intellectual and 
spiritual sphere which is a world by itself, apart from 
the social context. The philosopher deals with a 
restricted number of perennial problems and a limited 
number of solutions. He may be influenced, as is every 
citizen, by the circumstances of his world. They may 
induce his thinking to turn to legal or social problems 
such as justice and equity. His findings in his reflec- 
tions on justice and righteousness cannot be explained 
by the sociologist. Philosophical systems are noetic 
worlds, perennial efforts to grasp the meaning of the 
unity in the infinite variety of the elements of life. 
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They take place in time and space and transcend time 
and space by their very nature. 

Since the social movements of the nineteenth cen- 
tury have brought into existence the politization of all 
spheres of life, the intellectual spokesmen of classes 
and of nations were no more inhibited in using the 
works of philosophers for their ideological purposes. 
We can compare the acts of these intellectuals to the 
deeds of the invading barbarians who spoiled temples, 
palaces and works of art in order to construct their 
fortresses. That is exactly what the modern intel- 
lectuals do as servants of capital, labor or other pres- 
sure groups when using the books of philosophers 
as a hunting ground for ideologies. William James 
was an ardent individualist and democrat. He has 
been exploited by Papini as a forerunner of Fascism. 
There have been many similar cases in recent times. 
They are of no greater intrinsic importance than the 
discoveries of the spirit of Nazism in the writings of 
the outstanding German philosophers. It would have 
been more appropriate to discover the sources of 
Nazism in the vulgar propaganda literature of Dar- 
winism, Monism and the other quack remedies for 
the redemption of the world which have appealed to 
Hitler’s imagination and shaped his horizon. Philos- 
ophy is a world in the world, independent of and 
superior to the conflicts between social forces. 

But even if this is granted, there still remains a 
very modest and philosophically irrelevant relation- 
ship between the works of thought and imagination 
and the climate of opinion which prevails in society. 
Hegel’s genuine problems have nothing to do with 
the Prussian state. However, both Hegel and Marx 
spoke of civil society in contemptuous terms which 
can easily be compared with those the Prussian 
Junkers used when speaking of the industrial and 
commercial middle classes. Nietzsche’s philosophical 
intentions were truly genuine. However, the tone of 
his reflections, the emotional strain and the resent- 
ment against the world in which he lived induced him 
to formulate judgments that made it possible for 
others to confuse his true intentions. The most illum- 
inating case is perhaps that of Luther, who is fre- 
quently referred to as the chief “ancestor” of the Nazi 
spirit. It is certainly ridiculous to connect Luther’s 
mystical radicalism in his Augustinian theology with 
the Nazi ideology. There is however another aspect 
of the Luther case which Erasmus has illuminated, 
and thereby clarified the problem of the relation of 
philosophy to the “national spirit.” Erasmus was 
well aware that for many years both of them were 
fighting the same good battle for reforms in theology, 
in the Church and in the patterns of lay devotion. He 
had praised Luther’s first articles. He very soon be- 
came aware, however, that the character of the man, 
his basic radicalism, his bottomless sense of revolution 
were breeding tumult and tragedy. He rightly pre- 
dicted that Luther would turn his positive accomplish- 
ments into catastrophe and chaos. by virtue of his 
“temerity and atrocity.” He repeated these terms 
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frequently: “temerity and atrocity.” And he foretold 
that Luther’s unleashed radicalism would throw back 
the intellectual civilization for many decades to come. 

Erasmus’ interpretation of Luther’s tragic character 
illuminates in a flash the aversion of the Germans to 
recognize the value of humanitas. Humanitas is the 
perennial effort of thoughtful and responsible men to 
establish unity and harmony in their lives by follow- 
ing philosophy as the light which makes transparent 
and intelligible the totality of life. To become a 
“world” and a totality through the efforts of an 
enlightened heart has been the longing of souls 
thirsting for perfection in a civilized world. The Ger- 
mans never recognized the serenity and peace of a 
well-balanced existence as a climax of perfection. 
They chose the ideals of unleashed force and radical- 
ism rather than those of peace, order and harmony. 
The few Germans who longed for humanitas took 
refuge in the Greek heritage or called themselves 
“good Europeans,” a term which is hardly conceivable 
outside the German chaos. It is only in this sense 
that one can speak of the influence of the national 
spirit on intellectual attitudes. Not ideas and prob- 
lems, but their selection and treatment are subject to 
sociological analysis. 

This interpretation seems not to differ from the 
usual explanations which regard the Nazis as the 
logical outcome of the German character. However, 
the German character cannot ultimately be identified 
with Nazism. It would be as erroneous to identify the 
French character with the Jacobins or the Italian 
with Mussolini as to condemn the Germans as iden- 
tical with the Nazis. The historical character of the 
Germans is a given fact, the product of a tragic chain 
of defeats and frustrations. It was shrewdly taken 
into account and cleverly manipulated by the Nazis. 

The Nazi is as perennial a type of human behavior 
as the Pioneer, the Wise Man, the Judge and the 
Mystic. The Nazi presents one aspect of human 
nature in its degeneration. Aristotle knew that all 
moral and political values are a mean between the 
extremes. Extremes are always a degeneration of a 
true perfection. As the tyrant is a degeneration of 
the king, so is the Nazi a degenerate soldier, the 
military man let loose and independent in a social 
vacuum, free to use his power of coercion as he 
pleases. He will appear over and over again in 
crucial situations such as revolutions, in social con- 
flicts when the functioning of all institutions is par- 
alyzed. The Nazi is the “terrible simplifier” who 
promises the reestablishment of order and continuity 
of social life. In integrated societies this type lives 
ouside the frame of social institutions as the cynical 
gangster, as the nihilist in despair. In crucial situa- 
tions he justifies the sociological rule that in times of 
social conflagration that group will prevail which 
has in its hands the ultimate decision, which has the 
power of coercion. Hitler as a representative type is 


-as perennial as Catilina and Sylla, Cesare Borgia and 


the Viscontis, Napoleon and Wallenstein, Kapp and 
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Boulanger. All these men with their organizations are 
the first and ultimate reason of revolutions in the 
technically most efficient form, the military pattern— 
a world of planning without a plan, a system of coer- 
cion based on brute force, a structure of discipline 
as a technical device for efficiency, an irrational leader 
without the authority of creative intelligence. 

Hitler's Storm Troopers, the unleashed mercenaries 
drunk with success, often sing the line: “Today we 
possess Germany, tomorrow the whole world,” a 
passage which illuminates the intimacy between 
the military gang and its first conquest—Germany. 
This terminology indicates precisely the meaning of 
their conquests: ownership, the satisfaction of having 
and enjoying, ruling and exploiting. This is the at- 
titude of soldiers without a dignified function in 
society, enjoying the infinite opportunities of estab- 
lishing final situations by the power of arms. The same 
thing happened when the military tyrants overthrew 
the Roman Republic and when the radical Napoleon 
liquidated the French Revolution through a military 
dictatorship. The new element in the old pattern is 
the rise of demagogues with private armies, as the 
great historian and philosopher Jacob Burckhardt 
had predicted sixty years ago. He visualized the 
overlapping revolutions of political and social radical- 
ism which finally would bring into existence a 
tyranny as vulgar and as cruel as the world has ever 
seen. Demagogues with the talents of non-commis- 
sioned officers at the head of mercenaries would over- 
throw the crumbling institutions of an urbane and 
civilized world and establish the new order on the 
lowest level. The prediction was correct. These 
private armies were composed of men whose social 
despair made them the most appropriate material for 
mercenaries who had nothing to lose but a life for 
which they did not care—the desperate unemployed, 
intellectuals without hope, cynical declasses without 
belief—the trinity of negation. 

There are common characteristics of tyranny: sel- 
fishness, lawlessness, ruthlessness in the use of means. 
Granted these qualities as the attributes of the tyrant, 
there still remains a tremendous difference in stan- 
dards between Caesar’s clemency, the constructive 
rationalism of Napoleon and the vulgar utopianism 
of Hitler. That the type comes to the fore is the 
potential in a revolutionary situation. That this type 
finally prevails is not to the credit of the respective 
societies which submit to (however reluctantly), and 
finally cooperate with, the new masters. In a poten- 
tially democratic world, nations are never victims of 
destiny. A nation which can be conquered by a mili- 
tary gang without resistance is co-responsible for its 
destiny. In the German case, the situation is extremely 
complicated by the spirit of the German army which 
can never cast off its guilt in making possible the 
victory of the Nazis. 

The national elite of the Germans opened many 
avenues for the success of the Nazis. Germany was a 
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society without inner cohesion and structure. It failed 
to achieve any sort of social integration and inter- 
dependence. All these dynamic and irrational ele- 
ments prepared the easy victory of the Nazi gang. 

However, the Germans are not the Nazis, nor are 
the Nazis the Germans. Our words are simple and 
brutal, human beings are subtle and delicate. Differ- 
ences between men are slight, the borderlines between 
heroism and cynicism, ruthlessness and scientific en- 
thusiasm, mysticism and bloodthirstiness are fre- 
quently of a hair’s breadth. Let us try to preserve the 
sense of differences. For the slight differences are 
what counts. 

There are practical implications involved in this 
analysis. Our immediate and urgent task is to deliver 
the world from the yoke of all types of Nazism. Our 
next step should be to organize a peace which will 
make it possible to counter-balance the militaristic 
radicalism of the German tradition by that other radi- 
calism of intellectual and mystical virtues. Upon 
the far-seeing and wise policy of the victorious democ- 
racies will perhaps depend the transformation of the 
German individual and personal virtues into the 
standards of a German civilization. This hope is not 
a utopian dream of a perfect world. We are aware of 
the possible disillusionments and of all the obstacles. 
However, we must be willing to face the seemingly 
impossible in order to attain the possible. 


To Every Japanese 
Sevagram, 18-7-'42 


— CONFESS at the outset that though I have 
no ill will against you, I intensely dislike your 
attack upon China. From your lofty height you 
have descended to imperial ambition. You will fail 
to realize that ambition and may become the authors 
of the dismemberment of Asia, thus unwittingly 
preventing World Federation and brotherhood with- 
out which there can be no hope for humanity. 

Ever since I was a lad of eighteen studying in 
London over fifty years ago, I learnt, through the 
writings of the late Sir Edwin Arnold, to prize the 
many excellent qualities of your nation. I was 
thrilled when in South Africa I learnt of your 
brilliant victory over Russian arms. After my return 
to India from South Africa in 1915, I came in close 
touch with Japanese monks who lived as members 
of our Ashram from time to time. One of them be- 
came a valuable member of the Ashram in Sevagram, 
and his application to duty, his dignified bearing, his 
unfailing devotion to daily worship, affability, un- 
ruffledness under varying circumstances, and his na- 
tural smile which was positive evidence of his inner 
peace had endeared him to all of us. And now that 
owing to your declaration of war against Great Bri- 
tain he has been taken away from us, we miss him as 
a dear co-worker. He has left behind him his daily 
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prayer and his little drum, to the accompaniment of 
which we open our morning and evening prayers. 

In the background of these pleasant recollections 
I grieve deeply as I contemplate what appears to me 
to be your unprovoked attack against China and, if 
reports are to be believed, your merciless devastation 
of that great and ancient land. 

It was a worthy ambition of yours to take equal 
rank with the great Powers of the world. Your 
aggression against China and your alliance with the 
Axis Powers was surely an unwarranted excess of 
that ambition. 

I should have thought that you would be proud of 
the fact that that great and ancient people, whose old 
classical literature you have adopted as your own, are 
your neighbors. Your understanding of one an- 
other’s history, tradition, literature should bind you 
as friends rather than make you the enemies you are 
today. 

If I were a free man, and if you allowed me to 
come to your country, frail though I am, I would not 
mind risking my health, maybe my life, to come to 
your country to plead with you to desist from the 
wrong you are doing to China and the world and 
therefore to yourself. 

But I enjoy no such freedom. And we are in the 
unique position of having to resist an imperialism 
that we detest no less than yours and Nazism. Our 
resistance to it does not mean harm to the British 
people. We seek to convert them. Ours is an un- 
armed revolt against British rule. An important party 
in the country is engaged in a deadly but friendly 
quarrel with the foreign rulers. 

But in this they need no aid from foreign Powers. 
You have been gravely misinformed, as I know you 
are, that we have chosen this particular moment to 
embarrass the Allies when your attack against India 
is imminent. If we wanted to turn Britain’s difficulty 
into our opportunity we should have done it as soon 
as the War broke out nearly three years ago. 

Our movement demanding the withdrawal of the 
British Power from India should in no way be mis- 
understood. In fact if we are to believe your reported 
anxiety for the Independence of India, a recognition 
of that Independence by Britain should leave you 
no excuse for any attack on India. Moreover the re- 
ported profession sorts ill with your ruthless aggres- 
sion against China. 

I would ask you to make no mistake about the fact 
that you will be sadly disillusioned if you believe that 
you will receive a willing welcome from India. The 
end and aim of the movement for British withdrawal 
is to prepare India, by making her free, for resisting 
all militarist and imperialist ambition, whether it is 
called British Imperialism, German Nazism, or your 
pattern. If we do not, we shall have been ignoble 
spectators of the militarization of the world in spite of 
our belief that in non-violence we have the only 
solvent of the militarist spirit and ambition. Per- 
sonally I fear that without declaring the Independ- 
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ence of India the Allied Powers will not be able to 
beat the Axis combination which has raised violence 
to the dignity of a religion. The Allies cannot beat 
you and your partners unless they beat you in your 
ruthless and skilled warfare. If they copy it their 
declaration that they will save the world for democ- 
racy and individual freedom must come to naught. 
I feel that they can only gain strength to avoid copy- 
ing your ruthlessness by declaring and recognizing 
now the freedom of India, and turning sullen India’s 
forced cooperation into freed India’s voluntary co- 
operation. 

To Britain and the Allies we have appealed in the 
name of justice, in proof of their professions, and 
in their own self-interest. To you I appeal in the 
name of humanity. It is a marvel to me that you do 
not see that ruthless warfare is nobody’s monopoly. 
If not the Allies, some other Power will certainly 
improve upon your method and beat you with your 
own weapon. Even if you win you will leave no 
legacy to your people of which they would feel 
proud. They cannot take pride in a recital of cruel 
deeds however skillfully achieved. 

Even if you win it will not prove that you were 
in the right. It will only prove that your power of 
destruction was greater. This applies obviously to the 
Allies too, unless they perform mow the just and 
righteous act of freeing India as an earnest and prom- 
ise of similarly freeing all other subject peoples in 
Asia and Africa. 

Our appeal to Britain is coupled with the offer of 
Free India’s willingness to let the Allies retain their 
troops in India. The offer is made in order to prove 
that we do not in any way mean to harm the Allied 
cause, and in order to prevent you from being misled 
into feeling that you have but to step into the coun- 
try that Britain has vacated. Needless to repeat that 
if you cherish any such idea and will carry it out, we 
will not fail in resisting you with all the might that 
our country can muster. I address this appeal to you 
in the hope that our movement may even influence 
you and your partners in the right direction and 
deflect you and them from the course which is bound 
to end in your moral ruin and the reduction of human 
beings to robots. 

The hope of your response to my appeal is much 
fainter than that of response from Britain. I know 
that the British are not devoid of a sense of justice 
and they know me. I do not know you enough to 
be able to judge. All I have read tells me that you 
listen to no appeal but to the sword. How I wish that 
you are cruelly misrepresented and that I shall touch 
the right chord in your heart! Anyway I have an 
undying faith in the responsiveness of human nature. 
On the strength of that daith I-have conceived the 
impending movemegft“in Gndia, abdCie; is that, faith 
which has prompt es appeal to y you a 
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- JEWS AND POLES UNDER THE NAZIS 


by L. Spizman 


AS SOON as they entered Poland, the Nazis began 
making efforts to intensify anti-Semitism amoug 
the Polish masses, and, remembering the tendencies 
prevalent in the country before the war, they were 
sure they would succeed. By turning the enslaved 
Poles into enslavers of Jews, the Nazis intended to 
sugar-coat the bitter pill of the foreign yoke. The 
oppression of the Jews provided the only area where 
victor and vanquished could meet on terms of 
equality and was expected to act as a barrier against 
revolt and help create an atmosphere favorable to the 
breeding of Quislings. 

It must be stated to the credit of the Poles that, 
with few exceptions, their working class, their peas- 
antry and their intellectual classes proved immune to 
Nazi propaganda. Outside of the anti-Semitic Fa- 
langa and Nara groups which had been flirting with 
Hitlerism even in pre-war days, the Nazi propaganda 
failed to win the support of the masses. Many con- 
firmed anti-Semites declared they would square their 
accounts with the Jews some other time, but they 
would not do it at the behest of the Germans. 

While the Nazi press in the German language car- 
ried on a campaign against the Poles, the Nazi-con- 
trolled newspapers in the Polish language incited 
Poles against Jews. Poles were told that the Jews 
were getting a “Jewish State” in the Lublin area, that 
Jews were remaining at home while Poles were being 
deported en masse to Germany, etc. The object was 
clear: it was to arouse the resentment of the Poles 
against the allegedly privileged position of the Jews 
in the country. The Angriff urged the Poles to stage 
pogroms against the Jews; leaflets were distributed 
in Lodz protesting against the setting up of a “Jewish 
State” in Lublin; the Kielce region was flooded with 
anti-Jewish leaflets in Polish; a Polish-language rep- 
lica of the Stuermer, called Walka, was published in 
Cracow; in Warsaw and in several other localities, 
the help of the Nara was enlisted for renewing the 
pre-war anti-Semitic boycott movement, placing pic- 
kets before Jewish stores; in Posen Nazi propaganda 
found fertile soil for a while. 

On November 11, 1939, a number of Jews were 
seized in Lodz and forced to demolish the Kosciuszko 
monument while dancing and singing Hatikvah. The 
scene was filmed and shown in the cinemas in order 
to create the impression among the Poles that the 
Jews were destroying the monument of Poland’s 
greatest national hero on the very day Polish inde- 
pendence was being celebrated. Mysterious fires set 
to synagogues on the following day were explained 
in the press as acts of vengeance for the demolition 
of Kosciuszko’s monument. For three days syna- 
gogues were burned, cemeteries were demolished and 


Jews were beaten and plundered, the acts being 
ascribed to the outraged feelings of the Poles. 

The Germans made wide use of the press, the 
radio and the screen for inciting Poles against Jews. 
A film entitled The Elders of Zion in Lublin was 
made in 1940. A report in April 1941 tells of anti- 
Semitic films taken in the ghettos shown in Germany 
and German-occupied countries, especially in Poland. 
The Nazis boasted that the pictures were taken from 
everyday life, “not merely to show the squalor in 
which the Jews live, but also to show the difference 
between the creative Aryan and the obnoxious Jew,” 
as a Berlin newspaper put it. 


The Nazi-controlled Nowy Kurjer Warszawski 
published alleged cases of Jewish insults to Poles, 
while members of the Nara were turning over Jews 
to the police. During the first few days after the lift- 
ing of the siege of Warsaw, Germans were often seen 
on the streets of the capital stopping Jewish passers-by 
to take off their clothes and give them to poor Poles. 
This was intended to illustrate the highest form of 
plebeian Socialism as preached by the Nazis. At that 
time an “Aryan Culture League” was formed under 
the leadership of a Pole to carry on anti-Jewish 
propaganda, but, lacking popular support, it did not 
last long. ; 

Another characteristic method employed by the 
Nazis for inciting Poles against Jews was to have 
Polish victims of German firing squads buried on 
Jewish cemeteries by Jewish grave-diggers, who were 
forced to carry out their tasks under penalty of death. 

Members of the anti-Semitic Nara and Falanga 
offered their cooperation for “subduing” the Jews 
soon after the conquest of Warsaw. The Germans at 
first rejected the offer, evidently reluctant to share the 
spoils of booty from plundered Jewish stores, but in 
time a measure of cooperation was established be- 
tween the Nazis and certain elements of Polish hood- 
lum anti-Semites, who at the end of March, 1940, 
made a pogrom which lasted several days. In many 
cases Polish workers helped Jews to drive the 
hooligans away. 

A similar pogrom took place in Lodz on March 8, 
1940. The pogrom, according to the Polish govern- 
ment-in-exile, was organized by Polish-speaking Ger- 
mans from the Western provinces, posing as Poles. 

The average Pole showed a feeling of revulsion at 
the Nazi incitement against the Jews and vigorously 
resisted it. Cases are known of Polish peasants hid- 
ing persecuted Jews, feeding them and clothing them 
at the risk of their own lives. Poles also helped the 
Jews a great deal during the mass-hunts for Jews for 
forced labor on the Warsaw streets. In those hunts 
religious Jews, more easily recognizable because of 
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their beards and attire, were the worst sufferers. They 
used to change their clothes and run through the 
street as through a gauntlet; often they were helped 
by friendly Poles who warned them if any German 
was seen. 

Hartglass cites many cases of Poles in the street- 
cars who demonstrated their solidarity with the Jews. 
Frequently Poles rose from their places to offer their 
seats to Jewish women with the Shield of David on 
their arms. Once a German soldier rushed into the 
car yelling, “Jaden, ’raus.” An elderly well-dressed 
Pole then rose and said: “If the Jews leave, we also 
leave.” He left the car followed by all Polish 
passengers. 

Soon after the conquest of Poland, the Nazis began 
to organize the so-called Volksdeutschen. They were 
the German civilians living in Poland (there were 
741,000 of them living in Poland in 1931, forming 
2.3% of the population) and Poles who declared 
their adherence to the German nation in order to 
obtain certain privileges. In many towns the former 
organized the civil militia which created a great deal 
of trouble for the Jews; the latter often used their 
more secure position to do an occasional favor to 
Jewish friends and acquaintances. 

With a few exceptions Polish intellectuals showed 
sympathy for the Jews. M. Kerner, a prominent 
Zionist leader, cites some characteristic cases of such 
sympathy. The professors of the Warsaw University 
endeavored to help the Jewish students. Prince 
Lubomirski, the only Polish notable enjoying the 
respect of the Nazis, took a keen interest in the ques- 
tion of the Warsaw ghetto and helped where he 
could. One professor came to see Kerner before the 
latter’s departure for Palestine and asked him to put 
him in contact with Jewish circles. An exception to 
the rule was the Dean of the Medical Faculty who 
registered as a Volksdeutsche. 

Polish workers from the first moment demon- 
strated their sympathy for the Jews in no uncertain 
terms, and they have maintained this attitude to this 
day. As early as the fall of 1939 an illegal organiza- 
tion, “Revolutionary Workers of Poland,” issued ap- 
peals calling on the Poles to boycott German soup 
kitchens and to combat the attempts made by the 
Germans to blame the war on the Jews. 

The “Manifesto of Freedom” issued in November 
1939 by the underground labor movement, made a 
strong impression, copies of the Manifesto having 
been spread in the thousands by the network of illegal 
organizations already active at the time. Expressing 
its faith in the eventual victory of the democratic 
powers, the Manifesto pointed out the grave faults of 
the pre-war Polish government, whose reactionary 
ideology was responsible for the “fatal mistakes in 
our foreign policy, for the penetration of reactionary 
ideologies into the country . . . and for the suppres- 
sion of national minorities.” New Poland “must 
guarantee the fullest political, economic and cultural 
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equality for all nationalities. Racial doctrines and 
anti-Semitism must be eliminated from the public 
life of Poland.” 

With the organization of the ghettos the struggle 
between the Nazi power and Polish democracy be- 
came more intense. The Nazis saw in the ghetto, - 
among other things, a means of isolating the Poles 
from the Jews and of weakening their common fight 
against the occupational forces. The underground 
movement, fully appraising the meaning of the Ger- 
man challenge, reacted to the problem in its own 
characteristically Socialist manner. 

In November 1940, the month of the establish- 
ment of the ghetto in Warsaw, there appeared an 
appeal issued by the P. P. S. (Polish Socialist Party) 
and distributed by the P. P. S., the Wolnosc (Liberty) 
and the Jewish Socialists. The appeal pointed out 
that four hundred thousand men, women and chil- 
dren, turned into slaves of the worst kind, had been 
confined to an area called the Jewish ghetto and con- 
demned to starvation and the mercies of the S. S. 
murderers. History, said the appeal, knew of no 
similar case of bestiality on such a wide scale. 

At the beginning of 1941 a secret conference of 
the underground movement of democratic groups 
took place in Poland. 2,000 groups of organized 
workers, peasants and intellectuals coming from 
every part of Poland were represented. The confer- 
ence closed with the adoption of a manifesto to the 
world which was later distributed throughout the 
country. 

This manifesto contains no direct reference to the 
Jewish question, but its general tone is quite clear. It 
speaks of the “struggle for freedom and social justice 
in our country and for a new and better order in a 
Europe rebuilt as a union of free peoples.” The 
manifesto concludes with the old call of Polish 
fighters for freedom: “For your freedom and ours!” 

In the middle of 1941 there came into being in 
one of the largest cities in Eastern Poland a “League 
for Combatting Anti-Semitism” organized by a group 
of democratic intellectuals. A program of action was 
evolved and conferences were called with representa- 
tives of the Polish labor and democratic movements 
to coordinate the activity in the fight on anti-Semitism. 
Conferences were also held with representatives of 
Jewish labor organizations. But when the leaders of 
the League were arrested, its work was suspended. 

While illegal newspapers and leaflets issued by 
democratic groups carry on a vigorous campaign 
against anti-Semitism and Nazism, others are issued 
by the notorious Endeks, who have the effrontery to 
justify the creation of ghettos and are ideologically 
dominated by the extreme fascist Nara. 

Szaniec (The Rampart), a widely distributed il 
legal publication of the Endeks, in its issue of Augus’ 
15, 1940, printed an article entitled Zyd—Zyden 
(A Jew Remains A Jew), in which the setting up of 
the Warsaw ghetto is explained as “another proof of 
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the tacit compromise between the Jews and the Ger- 
mans.” The article admits that the establishment of 
the ghetto is not a pleasant thing for the Jews, “but,” 
it adds, “it is not fatal. The main thing to consider is 
that the Jews are not only able to endure it, but to 
survive it.as well.” 

The creation of the Warsaw ghetto has rendered the 
problem of supplying the Jews with food more dif- 
ficult. With the help of friendly Poles in the city and 
in the country it is possible at times to evade the eye 
of the Nazi guards. Smuggling food into the ghetto 
is punishable by severe penalties, including death. In 
Lodz the two brothers Baranski of Wielun were ex- 
ecuted for selling food to the Jews of the ghetto; in 
Inowraclow in 1941 a group of Polish merchants 
headed by Jerzy Klajn were tried for selling coal to 
the Jews in 1940. Klajn was punished by death, 
while the others were sentenced to prison terms 
ranging from three to six years. 

In July 1941 the Litzmannstaedtische Zeitung pub- 
lished a vigorous article against Poles who car- 
ried on trade with Jews, especially under the cover of 
darkness, and demanded the death penalty for the 
culprits. 

An article in the Nazi sheet Gazeta Czestochowska 
of July 13, 1941, is characteristic: “Cases are increas- 
ing,” the paper said, “of Polish peasants with danger- 
ous sympathies for Jews, who are smuggling products 
and even selling them at cheaper prices than to their 
fellow-Poles. We warn that severe measures must be 
taken against such individuals.” 

The Nowy Kurjer Warszawski complained in the 
second half of 1941 that Jews often succeeded in leav- 
ing the ghetto and mixing with the Polish population 
on the streets and in the cafes, and that the Poles failed 
to protest. The same publication complained that a 
Polish organization which helped to smuggle food 
into the ghetto was discovered. 

According to reports in the middle of 1941 the 
walls of the Warsaw ghetto were breached on a cer- 
tain day by unknown persons who hoisted a Polish 
flag on the breach. On Rosh Hashana in 1941 Poles 
are said to have thrown flowers and fruit over the 
walls of the ghetto. 

The Nazis are fighting the tendency of the Jews 
and Poles to cooperate both by penalties and by 
intensified anti-Jewish agitation. According to a 
report current in circles near to the Polish 
government-in-exile in London in April 1941, the 
Nazis sought to create an anti-Semitic party called 
“The Polish Front,” to which they welcomed 
any element wishing to join, including the under- 
world and through which they spread the libel that 
the Jews were carriers of epidemics. 

Articles in the Nazi press frequently asserted that 
the main reason for the establishment of the ghetto 
was that Jews spread infectious diseases. The Nazi 
Ministry of Propaganda even produced a film to 
“show” that the overcrowded ghettos were the source 
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of typhus, etc. When a little Jewish girl fled from 
the ghetto in Lublin to hide at the home of her Chris- 
tian friend and both died of typhoid fever (at the end 
of 1941), the case was widely exploited by the Nazi 
press for spreading anti-Semitic sentiments. Accord- 
ing to Swedish newspapers, Hans Frank issued a 
statement blaming the epidemics on the undiscip- 
lined nature of the Jews and the unbearable sanitary 
conditions in the ghetto. Naturally such agitation 
cannot remain totally without effect. 

Lately anti-Jewish agitation in Poland seems to 
have been strengthened by two circumstances: first, 
the final emergence of a Polish Quisling in the per- 
son of former Premier Leon Kozlowski, and second, 
the intensified anti-Semitic campaign of the young 
Endeks in London, such as Bielecki and others. Ac- 
cording to the New York Polish labor publication 
Robotnik Polski (issue of September 14, 1941), an 
underground Polish newspaper ascribed the war to a 
conspiracy of Germans and Jews to destroy the Pol- 
ish people. Reliable reports from Lisbon tell of Pol- 
ish women turning over to the Nazi police Jewish 
children who managed to smuggle out of the 
ghetto in Warsaw. The statements made by a Polish 
reactionary leader on a visit to New York in an inter- 
view with a Jewish journalist from Poland (Jewish 
Morning Journal, November 3, 1941) show that 
anti-Semitism in Poland is far from extinct. Never- 
theless, the objective conclusion must be that the 
Polish masses have learned a great deal from the war. 

In conclusion it must be noted that it would be a 
mistake to think of all Germans without exception as 
hating the Jews. The German is, as has so often been 
remarked, a gregarious animal. When he is in a 
group, he tries to outdo the others in sadism and bes- 
tiality, but when he is alone, the human being in him 
is often revealed behind the beast. It has been ob- 
served in Poland that the younger Germans, brought 
up in Hitler’s spirit, are much more virulent in their 
hatred of the Jews than the older soldiers and officials 
who are often friendly and are anxious for an oppor- 
tunity to show kindness to Jews. 

In the middle of 1941 we were told that the Ger- 
man colonists of Bukovina and Bessarabia in the Lub- 
lin district were friendly in their conduct with the 
Jews, a fact which worried the Nazi authorities. 

On March 12, 1941, a German colonist in Cracow 
by the name of Schaulbauer was sentenced to two 
years, and his wife to nine months in prison, for hav- 
ing distributed flour and soap to unknown Jews at the 
Lublin fair. Similar trials of kindly Germans took 
place in Lodz, Radom and other cities. 

The Danziger Vorposten of December 1941 re- 
minded all German organizations and individuals of 
the prohibition against giving Christmas gifts to 
Poles and Jews. The decree of January 9 forbidding 
Jews to greet Germans stems from the fear that nor- 
mal human relations may grow up between the 
oppressors and the oppressed. 
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DAY OF MOURNING 


by Marie Syrkin 


era breakfast, while reading the Times in the 
subway, Miss Goldstein came across the news 
item which announced that the day had been pro- 
claimed as a day of fast and prayer by the Rabbinate. 
All American Jews were to fast and pray. Miss Gold- 
stein was startled. During the week she had read 
about the slaughter-houses for Jews, the lethal cham- 
bers, and all the other horrors, and she had sighed. 
After all, what could one do? She had not heard 
much talk about it. A couple of Jewish acquaintances 
had said, “Hitler! A maniac! What can you expect?” 
and had sighed as she had sighed, bitterly, helplessly, 
and had then gone on to other matters. 


She had not known that Jews were going to fast 
and pray on this very day. Passing a news-stand that 
morning, she had noticed deep, black borders around 
the Yiddish papers, but Miss Goldstein did not read 
Yiddish; she did not attend synagogue regularly, so 
how, indeed, could she have known? Well, fasting 
would not help anyhow. Yet, for a moment, Miss 
Goldstein felt a twinge of regret as she remembered 
the oatmeal and cream she had eaten for breakfast. 
Usually she had only toast and coffee—the orange 
juice did not count. She might have skipped the 
oatmeal had she read the paper in time. 

When she reached the high school where she 
taught English, she wondered whether any of the 
other teachers were fasting. She would find out at 
lunch. Now classes were starting and the routine 
of the day was about to begin. 

The first period class was studying “A Tale of Two 
Cities.” They had reached the chapters in which 
Madame Defarge was clamoring for revenge against 
the gentle Lucy and all her family. How many terms 
Miss Goldstein had taught “A Tale of Two Cities,” 
and always the pupils had been shocked at the ferocity 
with which Madame Defarge had demanded the 
blood of Darnay, the innocent aristocrat, simply be- 
cause his family had persecuted the peasant stock to 
which Madame Defarge belonged. And always Miss 
Goldstein had wisely pointed out that here was a 
typical Dickensian “exaggeration.” Human beings 
were not like that. If a pupil showed an unwhole- 
some tendency to whitewash the Reign of Terror and 
accept the Defarge vengefulness on the grounds that 
“she wanted to get even,” Miss Goldstein would lead 
the class back gently to higher moral attitudes. 


Within the past year, however, these chapters had 
somehow assumed a different character. The implac- 
able Madame Defarge no longer seemed quite so 
“unrealistic.” Invariably there would be at least one 
bright lad who would link up the revolutionary 
Terror with the question of reprisals against the 
Nazis—particularly after Lidice. 


Wonderful, Miss Goldstein would reflect, how 
much one could do with these old texts lately to 
“relate them to life’”—the object of all good teaching. 
Macbeth reeling from crime to crime provided a 
magnificent opportunity for snappy parallels. What 
used to be just a remote murder story seemed like a 
commentary on the day’s events. Once the mysterious 
Shakespearean lingo had been explained, there was 
no class so dull but that some pupil would exclaim, 
“Just like Hitler,” after reading lines like: 

For mine own good 
All causes shall give way: I am in blood 
Stept in so far, that, should I wade no more, 
Returning were as tedious as go o'er. 

The assassination of Julius Caesar could be pointed 
up with many timely reference, though the inclination 
of the class to dwell on the technique of murder as 
illustrated by the killing of Darlan was recently de- 
pressing. And now even Madame Defarge was ceas- 
ing to be a caricature. 

Whenever a class got involved in the discussion of 
reprisals, Miss Goldstein would conscientiously make 
them differentiate between the German people and 
the guilty “few.” No pupil would leave her room 
with distorted notions, if she could help it. There 
were to be no warped Defarges in her flock. No mat- 
ter what the Nazis perpetrated, Miss Goldstein’s 
young Americans would high-mindedly refuse to 
counter with deeds of vengeance. 

To-day the debate had added zest. A Polish boy, 
not a Jew—the Jewish boys were self-consciously 
silent—held up a clipping from a morning paper: 

“Look at what they do to people. They kill them 
and make soap of their bodies—just for their religion. 
They ought to get what’s coming to them.” 

The slaughter-houses, the air-bubbles injected into 
the bloodstream, the millions massacred floated 
through Miss Goldstein’s mind, but she said primly: 

“We must guard our ideals.” 

When the bell rang to cut short her idealistic com- 
ments on fair play and the innocent Germans, she 
felt unaccountably relieved. 

At lunch Miss Goldstein took a baked apple 
instead of the fudge cake which she particularly liked. 
Somehow an abstemious dessert seemed more suitable 
on a day when so many of her co-religionists were 
fasting, though the trays of her Jewish colleagues 
seemed as well-laden as usual. Even the orthodox 
Mrs. Levinson was sitting down to the customary 
vegetable salad which kept her from violating the 
dietary laws of the Mosaic code. 

At the table Miss Goldstein inquired if she were 
going to special services but Mrs. Levinson had a 
course in meteorology and did not know whether she 
could make it. 
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“What services?” asked Miss Brady who taught 
history. 

From repeated experience Miss Goldstein had 
learned to be wary of discussing the Nazi persecutions 
with her Christian friends. The subject did not make 
palatable table-conversation; besides, she knew how 
little real interest Miss Brady, or even the liberal Miss 
Johnson, had in these eternal Jewish plaints. But this 
was something special—methodical murder on such 
a scale! Miss Goldstein explained: Jews were mourn- 
ing for the massacred. As she spoke, she felt her 
voice tremble. In a moment she would cry. Mrs. 
Levinson, who noticed her agitation, cut in: 

“You are not surprised, are you? It’s what every- 
body expected.” 

Miss Brady squirmed. “It’s awful,” she said, but in 
a moment Miss Goldstein knew she would ask to be 
excused and leave the table for a cigarette in the 
teachers’ room. This was no talk to listen to if you 
respected your nerves. 

Miss Johnson also looked uncomfortable, largely 
because Mass Goldstein, whom she liked, was obvi- 
ously excited and more emotional than the occasion 
seemed to warrant. She too agreed that it was awful 
and tried to steer into safer channels. 

However, the usually tractable and tactful Miss 
Goldstein balked. Miss Brady had already left for 
her smoke, and Miss Johnson was a liberal. Miss 
Goldstein knew she was a liberal. If you could not 
talk to a Gentile liberal to whom could you talk? 
Jews were always shuddering together, as if the 
calamity concerned only them, as if Christians did 
not care. But Miss Goldstein was sure that at least 
Miss Johnson cared. Yet, as Miss Goldstein was 
struggling to find words to express the horror, even 
Miss Johnson seemed singularly undisturbed. She 
said something about atrocity stories, and how people 
were either fed up or sceptical. And then she said 
very calmly, terribly calmly Miss Goldstein thought, 
that anyhow most people took it for granted that 
Hitler would exterminate all the Jews he could. 

To the great embarrasment of Mrs. Levinson, who 
would never have behaved so indecorously, Miss 
Goldstein blurted out point-blank: 

“Then why don’t they care—why don’t Christians 
care?” 

Miss Johnson suggested that there were the Czechs 
and the Poles and the Greeks and the Chinese, and 
people were just tired. ” 

“But this is different,’ said Miss Goldstein, her 
voice much tenser than recommended by the elocu- 
tion department. “He’s murdering all of them in 
cold blood. He’s dragging children out of France 
and Norway and gassing them. Isn’t that different?” 

“T don’t know, maybe it is different.” 

“What about Lidice? Why did you all care about 
Lidice?” 
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Miss Johnson had finished her coffee. She glanced 
at the clock; the lunch period would soon be over. 


“Well,” she answered, “Lidice was one small place. 
You could visualize it—like a metaphor.” 


“Did you hear Edna Millay’s poem on the radio?” 
broke in Mrs. Levinson determined to save the situa- 
tion. With obvious relief Miss Johnson turned to a 
discussion of the faults and virtues of the poem. Was 
it worth reading to her English class? 


As they went in to the teacher’s room to freshen 
up before the next class, Mrs. Levinson whispered to 
Miss Goldstein: 


“I was so sorry for you.” 


Miss Goldstein could bear it no longer. She retired 
into the lavatory. There was no chance to weep—one 
could not appear before a class with red eyes and nose 
—but she pulled herself together. 


The next class was again “A Tale of Two Cities.” 
There would be more Madame Defarge. Miss Gold- 
stein had three English 5 classes which she always 
tried to keep parallel; it saved preparation. She could 
hear herself saying; 


“No, no, a vindictive spirit is not the American 


way. 
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National Labor Committee for Palestine 





Israel Mereminski in Canada 


Covering most of the larger Jewish 
communities in Canada during the 
month of January, Israel Mereminski 
lectured on the Histadrut wartime pro- 
gram and the role that Palestine will 
play in the post war re-construction of 
Jewish life. Chaver Mereminski ad- 
dressed large gatherings in Montreal, 
Toronto, Hamilton, Winnipeg, Edmon- 
ton, Vancouver, Saskatoon, Regina and 
Calgary. A vastly increased interest in 
Labor Palestine has been evinced 
throughout Canada, and prospects for 
reaching the quota of $67,500 are 
bright. 


Louis Lipsky Addresses 
New England Conference 


Acknowledging that all Zionists, re- 
gardless of political leanings, must 
credit the Histadrut with making a 
significant contribution that gives the 
Jewish national home its color and 
quality, Louis Lipsky, veteran American 
Zionist, delivered the principal address 
at the annual New England Conference 
for the Palestine Pioneers, which was 
held in Boston on Sunday, January 
17th. 700 representatives of important 
organizations in the region attended 
this gathering, which adopted a $100,- 
000 quota for the year. Dr. Aryeh 
Tartakower, leader of the Polish Poale 
Zion and Secretary of the World Jew- 
ish Congress, delivered an analysis of 
the Jewish situation. 


Dr. Nahum Goldmann 
Addresses Cleveland 
“Freedom” Dinner 

Dr. Nahum Goldmann, president of 
the World Jewish Congress, was the 
principal speaker at the Freedom Din- 
ner marking the end of the Histadrut 
campaign in Cleveland on January 31st. 
The Cleveland Histadrut Committee 
embraces 101 local Jewish organiza- 
tions under the chairmanship of Dr. I. 
Milcoff. Nahum Moxson directed the 
extensive educational and fund raising 
program during the past four months. 
The Freedom Dinner was also ad- 
dressed by Rabbi Barnett Brickner, 
honorary chairman of the drive. 

During the General Assembly of the 
Jewish Welfare Federations held in 
Cleveland on January 16-18, Joseph 
Schlossberg and Nahum Guttman ad- 
dressed a campaign rally. 


Jersey State Conference 
Pledges Increased Support 
To Histadrut 

With more than 250 delegates and 
guests attending the Annual Jersey 
State Conference for the Histadrut in 
Jersey City on Sunday, January 24th, 
plans were formulated to step up the 
pro-Histadrut activities throughout the 


area during 1943. Maurice Samuel 
delivered the principal address. Pro- 
fessor Jacob S. Joffe, State Chairman, 
presided at the morning and afternoon 
sessions, while Mrs. S. Ben Asher of 
Jersey City acted as toast-mistress at the 
luncheon. Jehiel Hocherman, State Di- 
rector, reported on the practical prog- 
ress in the various communities. A 
quota of $50,000 was adopted for 1943. 


Detroit Campaign 
Opens January 24th 

With Rabbi Leon Feuer of Toledo 
and Dr. Leon Kubowitzky of the 
World Jewish Congress as principal 
speakers at their all-day conference on 
January 24th, the Detroit Histadrut 
Committee launched its drive for a 
goal of $50,000. Officers of the cam- 
paign are Morris Schaver, chairman; 
Harry Schumer, treasurer; David Sislin, 
secretary; and Meyer Sesling, executive 
director. 
500 Delegates Open 
Philadelphia Drive 

The largest Histadrut Campaign 
conference was held in Philadelphia on 
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January 24th when over 500 delegates 
representing 110 organizations spent 
the day in planning the 1943 drive. 
Principal speakers at the conference 
were Dr. Aryeh Tartakower, of the 
World Jewish Congress, and Abraham 
Miller, secretary-treasurer of the N. Y. 
Joint Board of the Amalgamated. 
isaac Hamlin opened the appeal for 
funds to the $35,000 quota. Profes- 
sor Hayim Fineman presided over the 
conference. Victor Handelman is 
executive director of the campaign. 


Los Angeles Remits 


First $10,000 Check 


Ending the first month of intensive 
campaign work, the Los Angeles His- 
tadrut Committee has remitted the 
initial sum of $10,000 through its 
chairman, Mr. Brown. The various 
divisions have gained momentum 
since the guccessful conference in 
December. The annual “Victory” 
celebration will be held February 28th. 

Baruch Zuckerman, in charge of 
Pacific coast Histadrut activities, has 
visited San Francisco, Oakland, Peta- 
luma and Fresno, where he addressed 
many gatherings. 
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Rabbi Weinstein 
Addresses League Chapters 
Rabbi Jacob J. Weinstein, Vice- 
President of the League, delivered a 
series of stimulating talks to League 
chapters in the following cities: Min- 
neapolis—the Dinner Meeting on De- 
cember 16 not only evoked enthusi- 
asm on part of members, but also 
caused the enrolment of new members, 
writes Mrs. J. Mirviss, Membership 
Chairman. On January 14, the Chair- 
man of the Chapter, Dr. Fred Brown, 
became a First Lieutenant in the Army 
Air Force, and Rabbi Abraham E. Mill- 
gram became Temporary Chairman of 
the Chapter. Rochester—December 22, 
the newly-organized chapter heard an 
eloquent presentation of the import- 
ance of the Histadrut in the present 
world situation by Rabbi Weinstein. 
Toronto—On December 20 those who 
braved the cold of 21° below zero to 
hear Rabbi Weinstein were well-re- 
warded. For days afterward Rabbi 
Weinstein’s talk was widely discussed 
in the community. 


Field Director On Tour 


Ottawa.—Mz. Ellis Radinsky was in- 
vited to Ottawa to deliver the dedica- 
tion address of the Histadrut Center 
whose completion was an outstanding 
achievement, led by the Ottawa Chap- 
ter in conjunction with the other Labor 
Zionist groups in the city. Mr. Radin- 


sky’s trip to Ottawa has assured much 
closer relationship between the na- 
tional office and the Ottawa chapter. 
Toronto.—The field Director met with 
a Committee composed of the Acting 
Secretary, Ben Lappin; the Chairman, 
Rabbi M. N. Eisendrath, Harry Steiner, 
Dr. Kenneth Freeman, and Mrs. 
T’mima Cohen. Plans were discussed 
for the meeting with Rabbi Weinstein, 
and for promoting the League’s pro- 
gram in Toronto. Detrott—The Chap- 
ter presented Mr. Radinsky with $210 
a/c the Education Fund and $73 a/c 
the Jewish Frontier Fund. In January 
$76 more was sent to the national of- 
fice a/c the Educational Fund. 
Hartford: Sent in $100 as first pay- 
ment on the Educational Fund quota. 
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The cultural program of the chapter 
this year has been focused on the part of 
the Jews in the war effort. At the Jan- 
uary 10 meeting, Mrs. Leah Carmeli, 
Activities Director of the Central Jew- 
ish Institute of New York, spoke on 
the part of the Jewish Women in Pal- 
estine’s War Effort. 


Chicago: Maurice Samuel addressed 
the first open meeting of the Social 
Workers’ Chapter. 


Los Angeles: The arrival of Baruch 
Zuckerman, outstanding theoretician of 
the Labor Zionist movement, was wel- 
comed, indeed, by the League chapters 
in Los Angeles. The Gordonia chapter 
was the first to have the pleasure of 
hearing Chaver Zuckerman deliver “a 
brilliant lecture.” 


Louisville: Rabbi Samuel Wohl of 
Cincinnati, Chairman of the League 
National Council, addressed an open 
meeting attended by over 200 people, 
on the occasion of the 25th Anniversary 
of the Balfour Declaration. 

Washington, D. C.: In addition to 
the monthly lecture meetings, e.g. the 
January meeting devoted to “Arab- 
Jewish relations and the Post-War 
Aims of the Jews,” the chapter par- 
ticipated in a Chamisho Osor B’Shvat 
celebration sponsored by the Labor 
Zionist Council. 

Greater New York: Manhattan 
Chapter has had the first two in its 
series on “Patterns for Jewish Regener- 
ation.” In December Dr. Joshua Trach- 
tenberg, spoke on “Jewish Lidices.” 
In January Mr. Ellis Radinsky pre- 
sented an “Outline for American Jew- 
ish Action.” Social Workers’ Chapter 
sponsored a Chanukah celebration, two 
functions for the purpose of raising 
funds—a New Year's Eve party, a 
theatre party and a stimulating lecture 
meeting with Dr. Leon Kubowitzki on 
“The Present Plight of the Jews in 
Nazi Europe.” 


New Field Director 


Mrs. Helen Samuels Stein has been 
appointed as Field Director to succeed 
Mr. Ellis Radinsky whose leave of ab- 
sence from his duties in the field of 
social work has terminated. Of course, 
Mr. Radinsky will continue to be active 
in the League and on the National Ad- 
ministrative Committee. Mrs. Stein, 
one of the League Vice-Presidents and 
an active League member almost since 
the organization of the League, assumes 
the position on February 1. Mrs. Stein 
was formerly associated with the Cleve- 
land Educational Alliance, the National 
Refugee Service, and the National 
Council of Jewish Women. She is a 
graduate of the Jewish School for Social 
Work and Hunter College, and has 
been associated with Zionist activity 
for many years. 
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In the Poale Zion 





Membership Campaign 
Proclaimed 

A campaign for ten thousand new 
members of the Poale Zion-Zeire Zion 
Party was proclaimed by the Central 
Committee in line with the decision 
adopted by the recent Poale Zion 
Convention in Syracuse, N. Y. A de- 
tailed plan for the campaign has been 
prepared and has been circulated among 
the secretaries of the various party 
branches. A corollary of the cam- 
paign is the decision of the Central 
Committee to lower the membership 
dues of the Poale Zion Party to $2.00 
a year, which sum is to include the 
payment of the Shekel to the World 
Zionist Organization. 


Tour of Dr. S. Sokal 

In connection with the membership 
drive Dr. S. Sokal has begun a month’s 
tour of the Middle West. His itinerary 
includes the following cities: Detroit 
(Jan. 20, 21st), St. Louis (Jan. 22nd 
—Feb. 2nd), Kansas City (Feb. 3— 
Feb. 5), Omaha (Feb. 7—Feb. 10), 
Des Moines (Feb. 11 and Feb. 12), 
Rock Island (Feb. 13—14), Min- 
neapolis—St. Paul (Feb. 15—Feb. 24). 


Poale Zion at the Preliminary 
Conference in Pittsburgh 

The representations of the Poale 
Zion played a prominent role in the 
deliberations of the preliminary con- 
ference called by B'nai B'rith for 
Jan. 23rd and 24th in Pittsburgh for 
the purpose of devising a method for 
a united representation of American 
Jewry. The Poale Zion representation 
consisted of Hayim Greenberg, David 
Wertheim and Kieve Skidell (repre- 
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senting Habonim Labor Zionist 
Youth). Hayim Greenberg was a 
member of the conference’s Committee 
on Guidance and the other represent- 
atives participated in the discussions 
on the floor. David Wertheim was 
elected to the executive committee, 
chosen by the conference and charged 
with the responsibility of convoking 
the American Jewish Assembly. 


Activities in New York 


The New York City Committee of 
the Party has worked out plans for 
an intensive program of activity of 
the New York branches. A special 
membership committee has been ap- 
pointed and an intensive activity for 
the Emergency and Political Fund 
promises to surpass last year’s results 
to a considerable extent. 

A recent membership meeting was 
devoted to the problems of the Jew- 
ish position in Hitler Europe. David 
Wertheim and Dr. Arieh Tartakower 
spoke and a large audience attended. 
On Friday, January 29th, there was a 
membership meeting at which the 
delegates to the Pittsburgh Conference 
reported and analyzed the perspectives 
for a united front of American Jewry. 

At the last meeting of the City Com- 
mittee special committees were ap- 
pointed charged with the responsibility 
of activizing the New York member- 
ship in the borough organizations of 
the American Jewish Congress and the 
American Labor Party. 
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Pioneer Women’s Organization 





Working Women’s Movement 
in Palestine Prepared to 
Receive Refugee Children 

Measures to enable refugees children, 
youth and women who may still be 
rescued from the hands of the Nazis, 
to be admitted into its institutions were 
taken by the Working Women’s Coun- 
cil of Palestine immediately following 
the confirmation of the news of mass 
extermination of Jews in Eastern Eu- 
rope. 

Simultaneously cables were sent to 
the Pioneer Women’s Organization, in- 
forming the National Executive of the 
decision of the Working Women’s 
Council and calling for immediate ac- 
tion to enable the Council to expand 
its institutions to receive the children, 
900 of whom are now in Teheran 
(Iran) and 600 en route to Palestine 
via India. The Pioneer Women’s Or- 
ganization responded by sending two 
transmissions to the Council, totaling 
$20,000. 

Clubs Called to Send Delegates 
to Labor Zionist Convention 

The National Executive has issued 
a call to the clubs, city councils and 
regional representatives throughout the 
United States and Canada to elect del- 


egates to the Labor Zionist Convention 
to be held in New York, March 26— 
28, 1943. 
Yehudith Simchonit Completes 
Transcontinental Tour 

The Palestine delegate of the Pion- 
eer Women’s Organization, Yehudith 
Simchonit, has just terminated a four- 
month transcontinental tour in the 
course of which she visited clubs and 
addressed audiences in the Middle- 
West, Pacific Coast and the South. 
Her itinerary included Chicago, De- 
troit, Milwaukee, Los Angeles, San 
Diego, Oakland, San Francisco, Ber- 
keley, Petaluma, Kansas City, St. Louis, 
Dallas, San Antonio, Corpus Christi, 
Houston, Galveston, New Orleans. 


Sara Feder in the South 

Early in February, Sara Feder, mem- 
ber of the National Executive, will 
visit a number of clubs in the South, 
including Chattanooga—February 1-2, 
where she is to be the guest speaker 
at their donor luncheons (Feb. 2); 
Nashville—Feb. 3; Memphis—Feb. 4; 
Atlanta—Feb. 5, 6, 7. 


Sonia Kamenetsky’s 
Organizational Tour 

For the past two months Dr. Sonia 
Kamenetsky has been confining her ac- 
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tivities to Greater New York. Within 
the next few weeks her organizational 
work will take her to Stamford, New 
Bedford, Wilmington, Camden, Read- 
ing, Allentown and vicinity. She will 
also be guest speaker at the donor 
luncheon of the Fall River club. 


Successful Donor 


Luncheons Held 


During the month of January a num- 
ber of outstanding donor luncheons 
were held on behalf of the quota for 
the Moatzath Hapoaloth (Working 
Women’s Council). 1,900 women at- 
tended the gala luncheon of the De- 
troit clubs, where Mrs. Archibald Sil- 
verman was guest speaker. The Cleve- 
land clubs carried out their joint lunch- 
eon was also held by the Akron clubs, 
with Mrs. Avis Shulman, as guest 
speaker. 


Representation at Conferences 


The National Executive was repre- 
sented at the conference called by the 
B'nai Brith at Pittsburgh, January 23- 
24th, by Dvorah Rothbard, Yehudith 
Simchonit, and Chavera Snyder of 
Pittsburgh. 


At the annual conference of the 
Yiddish Scientific Institute, held in 
New York, January 9-11th, the deleg- 
ates were: Dvorah Rothbard, Ida 
Ehrenreich, and Rivka Wohl. 
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